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TRINITARIANS, 


CONSIDERED. 


BG: - 8 Oe LOH 
| Genin Real and Nominal Trinitarians. 


HIS Author calls himſelf a ale! of 
the Church of Erg/and ; and by what I 
have heard, I fear it is too true: I p 

{ God preſerve the -Church from ck 

Wy Presbyters, who Eat her Bread, and Be- 

NN tray her Faith. 

? wg His pretence for Writing this Pamphlet, 
is, The Controverſy between Dr. $---th and Dr. Sherlock, a- 
bout the B. 7 rinity. Iwillfay nothing of that matter, Jer 
the Animadverter Anſwer it God and his own a 


2 


The DiftmGion between 

This Author has faid enough about it, and I wiſh he had. 
but uſed the fame Candour throughout, and then there 
would have been no nced of this Anſwer, but tho' it ſeems 
he was Difintereſted as to the contending Doctors, he was 
deeply Inrereſter{ as to the Cauſe of Sorimianiſm, to which 
he pramiſed no ſmall Advantage from this Diſpute. 

" And indeed it is too evident, what advantage our S9- 
cinian Adverſaries' have: made,” and hope ſtill ro make of 
this Controverſy. This has occaſioned that ſcandalous 
Diſtin@tion between Real aud Nominal Trinitarians;. which 
is ſuch an open abuſe upon the Nominaliſts,that were Þ one of 
thoſe whom he Reproacheswith that Title, I could not bear - 
it: For the plain Exp/i/h. of ' it is no more but this; thoſe 
who behecve 2 Trinity, and thoſe who belteve no Trinity ; 
for Nominal Trinstariaxs, as oppoſed to Real Trinitarians, 
can ſignifie nothing more. And could this Author, and his 
Friends, perſuade the World, . That the greate(t part of our 
Clergy, nay, the Church of Ezg/and it ſelf,as he pretends,are 
but Nominal Trinitarianus, their Work were done; for a 
Sccinian is a much more honourable Name ; and when Men 
agree in the Faith, . it is a yaingbingto dffpute about Words ; 
And therefore this Author is equally zealous to oppoſe the 
Realiſts, that js; to overthrow the DoAtriae of 2 feal Tri- 
nity, and to perſuade the Nominaliſts; that tho' they differ 
in ſome peculiar, forms. of Speech, yet there is no reaſon 
they ſhould Quarre!, for their Faith is the ſame: And this 
1 thooght a" fufficient' Reaſon to” judge over* again; | che 
Fadgment of this Diſimtereſted Perſon. + => S# 

_1 ſhall paſs over the Account he gives of the Hiftory 
of this Diſpute, only obſerving, that Dr. Sherlock did not 
begin it ; He wrote againſt the Sorinzavs, without (ulpeR- 
ing that he ſhouſd meet with fuch furious and bitter Al- 
faulrs from another Quarter, and yet after fach great Pro- 

ations as might move a very tame. man, he has made 
a return,. which unbecomes a true Chriſtian Spirit mn _ 
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p | 
But there is one thing wherein this Author has done the 
Dean right, by acquainting the world , Thatche has not' 
been the firſt Broacher of this Hereſy (as they-calt it ): of 
Three  Diſtinft Infinite Minds and Spirits in the Unity of the 
Goahead. He reckons up ſeveral others of the fame mind, 
ſome who appeared before, and ſome ſince his YVzudication, 
as Dr. Cudworth,. Dr. Bull, the late Archbiſhop Tillotſon, 
- the preſent Biſhop of Gloceſter, Mr. Zow, Mr. FJ. B. 
f Mr. Bingham.” And I could tell him ef many more, as 
. many as do fincerely believe, That God is a Father, and 
x has a True, Real, Subſiſting Son, and Holy Spirit. 
f Bur yet he himfelt is ſenſible, and his Saciniaz Friends, 
ry -| or rather he himſelf, in ſome former Pamphlets, has ob- 
X fkerved very-material differences between the Dean's Hypo- 
theſis, and ſome of theſe Learned Men : He neither owns 
the: Platonick Inequality of jiDr. Cudworth , nor the $4a- 
bellian Compoſition and Union of others, but aflerts 
Three Real, Diſtin&, 'Coequal, 'Coeternal Perſons ; not in 
one- ſingular. and ſolitary, but in owe wumerical Nature and 
Eſſence. Burt I believe ithe Dean will heartily thank him 
for giving him the late Archbiſhop and Dr. Bu#, two ſuch | 
Names as will command Reverence, and ſhelter him from 
the Imputation either of Novelty or Hereſy, at leaſt as to 
this Point : And'it is worth obſerving, from. the example 
cr | of theſe two great Men, at what rate ſome Perſons judg 
n | of Men and DoQtrines. The good Archbiſhop, by his 7r# 
.: | nitarian Adverſaries, is charged with Sociniavi/m, and by 
ie | his Socinian Adverſaries with 7ritheiſm ; and yer he muft 
have very ill luck, if he could ſtumble upon;two ſuch Ex- 
tremes. LEES: 
4 As for Dr. Bu, his Learned and Elaborate Defence of 
}. | the Niceve Faith, was printed at Oxford, and received with - 
{. | Univerſal Applauſe, as it highly def : None of them 
> | to this day have charged him with the leaſt Hereſy, and I 
believe will not [yet venture to do ir. And yet, as this -. 
| | B 2 Writer 
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The Diſtintion between 


Writer confeſſes, and as every unprejudiced Reader muſt 
own, the Dotrine of the Defence as to this Point, is the 
very fame with the Dean's Hypotheſis, which theſe very 
Perſons have condemaed as [mpious and Heretical. So true 
is it, Duo cam faciunt idem, nom eſt idem. All that this 
\ Socinian intended by bringing Dr. Bu into the Fray, was 
to follow the Blow which the Animadverter and the Oxford 
Decree had given 70 a-Trinity of diſtin, proper, ſubjiſting, 
living, intelligent Perſons, (which is all that Dr. Bu4, or the 
Dean aſſert) by their Charge of 7ritheiſm; which he ho- 
ped would be a-ſufficient Anſwer to that, otherwiſe unan- 
ſwerable Book, and together with Dr, Bu//, would confute 
all the Fathers at once, on whoſe Authority he ſo much re- 
lies, and to whom he perpetually appeals ;: for no Chriſtian 
muſt hearken to thoſe men, whatever their Authority be, 
did they really (as they are unjuſtly charged) preach Three 
Gods; and thus he thinks he has got rid of all Antiqui- 
ty, and of the Tritheiſtick Trinity with it. But ſtill this 
makes well for the Dean, who will be contented to ſtand 
and fall with the Catholick Fathers, and will never deſire 
to be thought more Orthodox than they. 

That Dr. Bull alerts a Real, Subſtantial Trinity, in as 
high and expreſs Terms as ever the Dean: did, is. ſo plain 
throughout his Book, that it is needleſs to prove it. All 
his Arguments ſuppoſe this Hypotheſis, and are unintelli- 
Sible without it ; and therefore I ſhall rake notice but of 

one or two particular Paſſages, whereon, as we 


Denique vocem Vv>aows 
aliquoties a priſcis Eccleſiz 
DoRoribus, etiam qui conci- 
lum Niczaum anteceſſerunt, 
pro ſubliſtzntia, vel pro re 
ſingulari per ſe "ſubliſtente, 
= in rebus intelletu pre- 

itis idem eſt quod perſo- 
na, uſurpari multis exemplis 
conſtat. Bull, Defenſ, Fd, Ni- 


(47. Po 1382, 


ſhall preſently ſee, this whole heavy. Charge of 
Tritheiſm- reſts. 

He tells ns, That ZHypo/?a/is, both before 
and in, and-after the Niceze Council, was uſed 
by the Catholick Fathers for Subſiſtence, or 
a particular thing which ſubſiſts by. it ſelf, 
which, in intelligent Beings, is the ſame with 
Perſon : That in this fenſe, they taught od & 

tner 
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ther and Son 3vo \ Parry to be two Hypoſtaſes 3. and 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, to be three Hypoſtaſes. And 
that upon this account 7erts/liay, to aſſert the Subſiſtence 
of the Son againſt thoſe who denied him 'to be a diſtin 
Perſon from the Father, affirms him tobe Sub/taxtiam. & 
rem Subſtantivam, Subſtance, and a ſubſtantial Being. And 
having by many irrefragable Inſtances proved this uſe of 
the word to be very Catholick, he adds, That: probably 
this word: Hypoftafis would ſtill have; been! ufed in; this 
ſenſe, had not the Ariazs abuſed ir to: countenance their 
Hereſy, expounding it ta a more general Notion of Eſſence, 
Nature and Subſtance, and teaching, as the Catholick Fa- 
thers did, That the Father and Son were two Hypoſtaſes ; 
but thereby meaning , that: they were of a 
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different Nature and. Subſtance, unlike to each 
other : And that in oppoſition. to them it 
was, that the Sardicaz Council taught, Father 
and Son to be wiv waa, one Hypoſtaſis ; 
that is, as they themſelves-expreſly afhrm, in 
the ſenſe of wiz gz, or one Nature and El- 
ſence. We may find a great deal more to this 
purpoſe in the ſame place, in his Vindication 
of Origen from the Objedtions-of Fuetius, who 
charges him with denying the Father and Son 


Er hoc ſenſu ſine offenſione 
uſurpari perſeveraſſer (cut ar- 
bitror ) vox Vrw7r1s, niſt 


Ariani ' ipfam abuſi fuiſfent 


. ad propagandam. hereſin ſu> 


am, pre natura & ſubſtantia 
in generaliori ſignificatione 
aCcipientes, ac docentes Pa» 
trem & Filium duas eſſe Hy- 
poſtaſes, hoc eſt, naturas ac 
ſubſtantias diverſas, a ſe in» 
vicem diſcrepantes. #61. p, 
188. 


to be of the ſame Eſſence and Subſtance, or 5:wgm , be- 


cauſe he oppoſes thoſe whodenied the Holy Gioft ro have - 
-Sdav TIVe ity —7i29%y mg. T TOUTE R %) T us a Sub- 
ſtance of his own, 'Giſtin&t tram the- Father , and the Son-: 
whereas that learned man ſhews, that Origen by gaz, meant 
no more than Hypoſtaſis, in which ſenſe that word is often 
uſed among the Ancients; and therefore in-oppoſition to 
thoſe Noerian Hereticks,afſerts Father,Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
to be Tp4; x2 za; three Hypoſtaſes, as Hypoſtafis (igni- 
fies Rem fingularem'& individuam per ſe ſubhiſtentem, que P. 190. 
” in tis, que vita & intelleflu gaudeyt , idem eff gued per- 
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ſona: A ſingular and individoal-thing, which fabfiſts by 
it ſelf, which in Beings that have Life 'and Underſtand- 
ing, fignifies'a Perſon : fo that "Three - Zypoſtafes, : ate 
Three fubſtantid), ſelf-ſubſiſting, living, intelligent Perſons. 

And tho' the Phraſe, of Three Minds, Three Spirits, 
Three - Subſtances, ' ought to - be. uſed very cautiouſly, 
and not without great neceſſity, when applied to the Holy 
Trinity, for fear of the 4/i7av Notion of Three Subſtances, 
yet it 15- evident how far. this'learned man 4s from think- 
ing ſuch Expreſſions to be Impions and Heretical : He ex- 
pounds Three Hypoſtaſes to the very fame Senſe; and elfe- 
where- quotes that -pallage of St. Zilary concerning the 
Synod at Antioch, as truly Catholick, where itt oppoſition 
ro the Sabe/lians, they 'aflert the Divine Perſons in the 
Trinity, to be tria'm ſubſtantia, or tres ſubſtantias,” three 


6 


Page 269. 


Thus 


Sed hxc otnnia Catholicum 
ſenſum facile admittunt,adeo- 
_—_— Ad primum 
quod attinet,potiori jure Pater 
& Filius, vs Joya ws, a Me- 
thodip dicuntur , quam Vs 
eons five v7, ab aliis Pa- 
tribus appellancur, qui pro Ca- 
tholicis tamen & Orthodoxis 
in hoc articulo habiti ſunt. 
Scilicet he voces omnino per- 
ſonaliter, ut dici ſolet, acct 
piuntur ut ſupra oſtendimus. 


_ Bull, Defenſ, P- 274- } 


in Subſtance, or three Subſtances. 
when Petavius accuſes Methodins for calling 
Father and Son, yo Suyauaus monTxCgs, tWo 
Creating and Operative Powers, he anſwers, 
That Father and Son might with lefs offence, 
and better reaſon, be called Two Powers by 
Methodius, than Two Natures and Sub- 
ſtances, Yo puor; five gas, as they are called 
by other Fathers, who yet were always ac- 
counted Catholick ; but ſuch expreſſions as 
theſe muſt be underſtood only perſonally, 
and' then they are Orthodox : So that ac- 


cording to this learned man; 7wo Perſonal Natures, Sub- 
ſtances, and Powers, are Catholick Expreſſions ; and this 
is the very account which Dr. Sherlock in his Defence, if 
he were the Author of it, gives of Three Minds, and Spi- 
rits, that he underſtood it perſonally, for Three Divine 
intelligent Perſons ; and therefore is as Orthodox in theſe 
very Ex s, as Dr. Bu/l, and thoſe Catholick Fathers | 
_ to whom he appeals. VE. | <= 
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" Real and Nominal Trinitariant, & 5 


* In: another. place, ſpeaking of” ſome: Modern Divines, 
who "allow the Son" tobe of ' the Farher;5/ 

conſidered "as 'a® Soy] - but ''not: as © God; i» do ego Perform bi in 
that he receives his - Perſon, but- not- his [ ſtatueris Peeonam _— Divinia 


Eſſence or Divine Nature of the 'Father ; | nibil alind eſſe, quim merum 


imdptgos, quod plane” 


he obſerves that -we cannot conceive the | 77/77) #4! 
Perfon without the Eſſence, / unleſs: by Per-' OE Ps es 
ſon in the Divinity, we mean no more than the meer 
mode of ſubſiſtence, which is plain Sabe/liaviſm. _ * 

So that this Writer has done Dr. Sherlock a greater kind- 
neſs than he was aware of, and as it will-;quickly appear, 
has foſt his own Cauſe by it;- if Dr;-Bu// have truly repre- - 
ſented the ſenſe of- the Fathers, as all learned and unpre- 
judiced men mnſt own he has: For here are fuch a Cloud 
of Witneſſes to the DoQrine of a Real, Subſtantial , Sub- 
_—_ Trinity, as no later Authorities, whatever they me 

and apainfſt. 

"What [ have' now quoted, is only whar firſt came 't6 
hand, but. there is hardly any thing in the whole Book, 
but what by immediate and neceſ{fary conſequence, proves 
the real diAtimRion of proper,” ſubſiſting' Perſons in the 
Trinity ; that''each Perſon is by himſelf in-his own' prof 
per Perfori, as diſtinguiſhe' from the other Two, ,lafinire 
Mind, Subſtance, Life, Wiſdom, Power, and whatever 
is contained in the Notion and Idea of God. Inftead of 
particular Quotations for the proof ofthis, 1 ſbalt' only 
Appeal to the Titles of the ſeveral-SeRions of. that —_ 
Work, which I believe no man can make common. ſenſe 
of, without acknowledping a Trinity of proper, ſfubltan-- 
tial, ſubſiſting Perſons. : 


The Firſt Scion concerns the Preexiftence of the Son 
of God, That he, who afterwards was called Jeſus Chrijt, 
did. fabGſt before his Incarnation, or Nativity, - | 
to the Fleſh of the Bleſſed Virgin, in another and more ex- 


cellent 


over, and took Gare of his Chun as hieh 

deem with his own*Blood ; 54.LE ws thewas _ E! ſent a i God 
his Facher - before the: of the-W rld,. and that 
by him all things were: made, - "This is the; mh ,of Chri- 
ſlians, and this he proves to; be- the: cor Deo@rine of 
all the Catholick-Fathers for the' firle. gap unde years, 
and ſo -it- continued: to Aﬀter-ages Now det any-man con- 
ſider, : what a pretty -kind. of difpy et 5.-1i5, about the 
Preexiſtence:of the Son, if he have Ng-proper .permanent 
Exiſtence of his-own; -but -as-a>Divine Perſon, 
is only. another:Name for the Father, or as. immanent A, 
like the tranſient Thought, --or tranſient AR of ;Reaſon in 
Man: - For if the Son be. Nor a diſtin-] erſon from the 
Father, and as proper a ſubſiſting. Perſon as. the Father 
himſelf i is, the Queſtion will poreber ba te but this, 
* Whether God the; Father had a Be Telus Chriſt 
was Born. of the Virgin, -or before t Ear was made? 
Or, Whether he had avy immanent Hts of oli or Regſon, 

apes he made- the World ?; Or,” Whether he. took the 
| f Son -upon himſelf, before he made wh Wolls , 
= we e any Creature to know him or:.his Name. - The 
Chriſtian Fathers were. Wiſer men than to' talk at this im- 
ways rate,; and therefore they did belioves .that. God 
d a'Son- in a true-and- proper Senſe; a ſubſiſting; - li- 
ving, vmnipotent Son,” by whom he. made the: World ;- 
who appeared in his own: Perſon-to ſeveral of the 
Patriarchs under the Old Teſtament ; and in the fulneſs 

of time, was Incarvate of the ſubſtance of the Virgi 
Mary. - The very Queſtion it. {elf neceſſarily. ſuppoſes this 
to. make Senſe of it ; much more. im 1s it to under- 
ſtand what the Fathers ſay upot this Argument, i the 

Sabellian orSecinian Hype CRT ive Wy 
: el. 
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as the Fa 


| The Second Seftion concerns the Conſubſizntiality of 


| the Son. with. the Father; That the Son of God is not 


of .a created or mutable Eſfence, but perfeQly of the ſame 
Divine unchangezsble Nature with his Father, and there- 


' fore is True God. of True.God. Now, What Senſe can 


be made of this, if the Son be not as truly and = 
Subſtance- in his, own. Perſon,. as diſtinguiſhed he 
Perſon. of the Father, . as the Father is in ye own Perſon ? 

For, How can- the Son be Canſubſtantial, or of the ſame 


Subſtance with the Father, if he be no Subſtance at all ? 


HOY fince this Learned man; has proved, That the 
Catholick. Fathers. rejeted the Zomoon/fon in the Sabelliax 
Senſe, for one ſingular Subſtance of Father and. Son, and 
that they aſſert, -as' common. Senſe would teach us, that 


nothing is Conſubſtantial to. it ſelf, but #*4go irjpp, one 


ching 1 is Conſubſtantial. to another. - 


The Third SeQion concerns the Co-eternal Exidence 
of the Son with the Father : Naw for Father. and Son to 
Coexiſt, neceffarily ſuppoſes, that they both Exiſt, and 
actually ſubfiſt by themſelves ; for- rwo cannot Exiſt and 
Subſiſt opts ek each of them aQually ſubſilt ; For 

thers obſerve, nothing” can properly” be ſaid to 
Coexiſt with it ſelf: 'For it can admit of no Queſtion, 
Whether any: one-has been, as fong as he has been : And 
therefore, ſince the Co-eternity of the Son has been a 
very ſerious Diſpute between the Catholicks and the Arians, 
it is certain, that both of them owned Father and Son to 
on vat. diſtin Penſoas, which did diſtinly- Exiſt and 

ubſift. | 
A 


The Fouith. Scdtion Cakes the Subordination of the Son 

to. the Father > that tho? the Son be Co-equal with the” Fa- 

ered a! the fame eine avecy with the Fi 
wit 
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' The Diftinfou between 


without any change or diminution ; yet he is Subordinate 


to the Father, as receiving the Divine Nature from him : 


That the Father is God of himſelf; the Son, God of Gcd. 
Now if the Son receive the Divine Nature by an eternal 
Communication from the Father, he muſt have it in him- . 
ſelf, in his own Perſon, and be a living , ſubſiſting Son, 
true God of God ; and if he be a true proper Perſon, and 
ſubordinate to the Father, he muſt be a diſtin& Perſon, 
for no Perſon can be ſubordinate to himſelf. Theſe 


' Queſtions Dr. Bull has diſcourſed at large, with great va- 


riety of Learning, and acuracy of Judgment; and it is a 
Myſtery to me, how thoſe, who pretend to admire Dr. 
Bull, ſhould quarrel with Dr. Sherlock ; or that thoſe who 
pay any reverence to the Catholick Fathers, ſhould quar- 
rel with either of them. This Sociiay, as I obſerved be- 
fore, was glad to draw Dr. Bull into the number of 7ri- 
theiſts, but by that means he has drawn in all the Catho- 
lick Fathers too, and has now drawn together ſo many 
Tritheiſts, as he will never know how to get rid of again: 
or to ſpeak more properly, he has unanſwerably Confuted 
the Charge of 7ritheiſm, and diſcovered the Trick: and 
Myſtery of it, by charging the Catholick Faith it ſelf, 
and all the Catholick Fathers, the moſt zealous Patrons 
and Advocates of it, with Tritheiſm. 


; SE CT IL 
This Author's Account of the Dofrine of the Realiſts 
and Nominaliſts, concerning the Holy Trinity. 


HE very Name of Socinianiſm is juſtly abhorred by 
all Chriſtians, who place all their hopes of Salva- 
> tion in the Incarnation, Sacrifice, and. Interceſſion 


of the Eternal Son of God : For if Chrift Feſas, who is the 
Saviour 
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Real and Nominal T rinitarians, &c. 
Saviour of Mankind, be not the Eternal Son of God in 
humane Nature, all thoſe great Aſſurances, which the Go- 
pel gives us, of God?s love to Sinners, in giving his own 
Eternal Son for us, of the Expiation of our Sins by the 
Blood of the Son of God, a price of ineſtimable value, and 
of all the Bleſſings which we. expe, both in this world 
and in the next, from the powerful interceſſion of a Beloved- 
Son, and a meritorious High-Prieſt ; Ifay, all theſe ſtrong 


_ -Confolations dwindle into no more, than the Word and 


Promiſe of a great and extraordinary Prophet, the Dzath 
of a Martyr, and the Interceſiion of a Beloved Creature, | 
and humble Supplicant, who has no inherent Power and / 
Authority to fave us. Our Modern Socinians are very ſen- 
ſible, what an invincible prejudice this is; for few ſerious 
Chriſtians will be willing to part with their hopes of Heaven, 
or to part with greater, infinitely greater hopes for leſs, or 
to think ſo meanly of their Saviour, who is the obje& of 
their Faith and Worſhip, as to thruſt him down into the 
rank and number of meer Creatures. This the Catholick 
Church would never endure in the Arzans, who yet attri= 
buted a.moſt excellent Nature and Glory to Chriſt, next to 
God himſelf, ſuperior to the higheſt Orders of Angels, as 
being before the World it ſelf, -and the Maker of it, but yet 
nottrue and perfect God, as not having the ſame Nature 
with his Father, nor Eternally begotten by him ; much leſs 
would they ever endure the thoughts of the Photinian or 
Samoſatenian Hereſy, that is, of Socinianiſm, which makes 
Chriſt but a meer man, who had no Being before he was 
Born of his Virgin Mother. 5 

This, I fay, being ſo invincible a prejudice againſt them, 
they have of late tried new Arts, and havetaken advantage 
of ſome very unhappy Diſputes,to impoſe upon unwary men, 
and to appear abroad with new Confidence under a leſs 


| fcightful Diſguiſe. | 


The late Controverſy about Three infinite Minds and Spi- 
C2 rits 
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T be Diſtinfion between 


rits in the Trinity, has given them the advantage of diſtin- 


guiſhing between Real and Nominal Trinitarians, or ſuch 
Trinitarians as believe a Trinity of Real ſubſiſting Perſons; 
and thoſe who believe only one Real Perſon, who is God, 
with a Trinity of Names, or Offices, or immanent Acts 
and Powers. The Realifts, they call Trithiefts, or fuch 
Hereticks, as aſſert Three Gods. 7he Nominals, they think 
very Orthodox,” and the Church; and tho* the Nominals 
and Socinians difter in ſome forms of Speech, yet they fay, 
and I think very truly, that there is no conſiderable Gifs 
rence in their Faith, as they ſtate it, and ſeem well enough 
inclined to exchange that odious name of Socinzans, for the 
more plauſible and popular name of Nominal Trinttarians. 
And thus they can Diſpute as heartily as ever, and with 
more fafety and honour,againſt the Faith of the Trinity, fo 
they do but call it a Real Trinity ; and may diſpute for 
Socinianiſm as earneſtly as ever, ſo they do but call it a 
Nominal Trinity; 
w—— En quo diſcordia cives. 
Perduxit miſeros !— 

That this is the whole Artifice of this preſent Pamphlet,any 
one who reads it, may ſee with half an eye; and I hope 
ſome men, if ever they can grow cool, will conſider a little 


better of it: I do not ſo much intend gravely to Diſpute 


with this Author, as.to waſh off his Paint, and bring the 
Controverſy back again to its right Owners, thoſe truly op- 
poſite Parties of 7rinitarians, Sabellians and Socinians. 

That thoſe whom he calls the Real Trinitarians,are the on- 


ly men who believe a Chriſtian Trinity, and that the No- - 


minal Trinitarians do not believe a Trinity,is evident in their 
very Names ; for a Trinity, which is the obje of our Faith 
and Worſhip, is certainly a Real 7rinity, if it beat all; and 
one would think, thata Trinity, which is not a Real Tri- 


nity, ſhould be no Trinity at all : The Zeal which the So- 


cinians expreſs againſt a Real Trinity, is a good _ 
X That 


WIIAS 


Gn on ww Oi v vw ow a, 


uh. 
-S 


ww = WW WH a iqOD ww o=i[RY 


es Io no Boe ere Ste a EEG a an ot OT OI I OW TL Rl Ot et RN Ore, Ee "IRE EAN 
bs P 5 or Int , ot. " of RY I, . a . > j, BD > Yu ol OK. CN. fp: - 4 3. F IP x Ss: on Ts . _ AS LY PPD. REN 
a A : 5 es bt a} 
- . b, -_ 
» - Ie 
> 
” þ- ol 7 
| ” s * ©@® v- Pf 
% . - , ®, y . b, 
e £7 m15, CC 13 


That that is the true Chriſtian Trinity which they and their 
Predeceſſors have always rejected in contradiction tothe Ca- 
tholick Faith ; and the great fondneſs they expreſs for a No- 
minal Trinity, is'as good a proof, that itis no Trinity at all. 
Such a Trinity as is reconcileable with Socinianiſm,as all theſe 
men own a Nominal Trinity to be, can never be the Chri- 
ſtian Faith, unleſs S-cinian;ſm be Chriſtianity : Which I hope, 
thoſe men, whom this and ſome other late Writers call No- 
minal Trinitarians, will not yet own ; and yet if Socinia- 
i/m be a Contradiction to the Chriſtian Faith, that muſt 
be the true Catholick Faith of the Trinity, which moſt di- 
realy contradicts Srcinianiſmin the parting Points, and that 
none but a Real Trinity does :. So that it is in vain for them 
to hope to concea], themſelves under ſome inſignificant 
Names ; . let them deal fairly with the world, and Diſpute 
profeſſedly againft a Trinity; for a Real Trinity is neither 
better nor worſe than a Trinity 3 and then let them produce 
their Authorities and Reaſons to prove, that the Catholick 
Church, even the Nicene Council it felf, never believed a 
Trinity, and that the Faith of a Trinity is 7ritheiſm: This 
becomes men of candour and honeſty, let their Opinions be 
what they will; but to ſneak and ſculk like men who have 
a mind to ſteal a Cauſe, and are as much aſhamed to appear 
in open light, as ſuch kind of Traders uſe to be, is mean and 
pilfering, and unworthy of their Anceftors, who own'd | 
themſelves at Noon-day, and bravely outfaced all the Au- 
thority of the Catholick Church, and all the Reaſon of 
Mankind. | | - | | 

That this is the truth of the Caſe, and that they them- 
ſelves look upon this diſtintion as no more than a jeſt, is 
evident from that account this Writer gives of the Docrine 
of the Realifts and Nominaliſts concerning the Trinity. 


* As to the Explication, the Party called* Realifs ſay, The judgmene 4 

" The Holy Trinity, or the Three Divine Perſons, are fs a 

** Three diſtin infinite Subſtances, Three Minds, Fans 4 hed perſon, 
| | * Spirits 
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* Spirits ; they are Three ſuch Perſons ; that is, as diſtin, 

* and as really ſubſiſting and living,as three Angels,or three 
* Men are. Each Perſon has his own peculiar individual 
'© Subſtance, his own perſonal and proper Underſtanding, 
* Will and Power of Aftion ;an Omnipotence,Omniſcience, 
«* and all other Divine Attributes,divers in number from the 
*© perſonal Omnipotence,Omnilſcience,&c. of the other two 
* Perſons. In the Creation, as alſo in the Government of the 
* world, they are to be conſidered as diſtin Agents, not as 
< one Creator,or one Governor;but only in this ſenſe, that the 
_ © Father aQsby the Son through the Spirit : of which the 
* meaning is,that the Father, in regard of his Paternal Prero- 
_ © oative, afteth not immediately, but by the Son and Spirit. 
This Account, as far as it concerns the real Subſiſtence 
of Three diſtin infinite Perfons in the Unity of the God- 
head, does contain the true Catholick Faith of the Trinity ; 
and yet he has both imperfetly and falſly repreſented the 

Opinion of the Realifts. Ferry 

r. Hetells us, They ſay that the Holy Trinity, or the Three 
Divine Perſons, are Three diſtin infinite Subſtances, Three 
Mind's, Three Spirits. Now any one would hence conclude, 
That this is the Univerſal Do@trine of all the Rea/its, and 
that this Phraſe of Three Subſtances, Minds,and Spirits, is the 
Parting point between the Realiſts and Nomrnals : That 
all who believe a Real Trinity, own Three [nfinite Minds and 
Spirits; and that no man can believe a Real Trinity, who 

does not own this. Now this is manifeſtly falſe, as our late 
Experience proves. The greateſt number. of Realifts 
( as far as I can gueſs) who believe a Real Trinity, a 
Real ſubſiſting Father, a Real ſubſiſting Son, and a Real 
Subſiſting Holy Spirit, do yet reje& thoſe Expreſſions of 
Three Tofrvite Minds and Spirits , which are liable to a very 
Heretical Senſe, either Ar:ani/m, or Tritheiſm; and there- 
fore were very ſparingly, and with great Caution. uſed by 
the Catholick Fathers, tho' they uted Three Zypoſtaſes v 
tne 
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Real and Nominal Trinitarians, &c. 15 

the very ſame Senſe, and-did not condemn Three Natures 2 

and Subſtances when perſonally uſed, as we have. ſeen 3 

above, And therefore the late Diſpute about Three Minds, ; 

does not in it ſelf divide the contending Parties. into Rea- 

liſts and Nominals, as the Socinians too haſtily conclude, 

and think to carry their Cauſe by it. Very good Catho- 

licks may diſpute ſuch expreſſions, as we know they did the 

Homooufion it ſelf; for One Subſtance is as liable to an Here- 

tical Senſe, as Three Subſtances : for that may be Sabel- 

lianiſm, and the other may be Arianiſm or Tritheiſm, and 

both of them rightly underſtood may be very Orthodox 3 

but whether they are or no, muſt be judged by the Senſe in 

which they are uſed ; and the Catholick Fathers, like good 

Chriſtians, have eaſily-yielded to each other in a diſpute of 

words, when it has appeared that the difference has been 

only in words, not in the Faith. What Atha- 

#aſius ſays upon a like. occaſion , is a very T2 dawteiy maymiacs. 

good Rule to maintain Chriſtian Peace and adv), x&v morxinogs pii- 

Unity. To corrupt the Faith is always un- grep. ahayolc Sora 

lawſul, tho? we palliate it with the moſt pcs. ,, , pant 4g ps 

pular and orthodox forms of ſpeech : but a 2, 4wimn) er Pouch 

true and holy Faith does not degenerate into Zgows aiteor * Xin), 

Impiety and Hereſy by ſome new improper i#ss wiroy 5 aigar ivorcss 

expreſlions, while he who uſes fuch words, has x: 7* gegprnus Ath. de- 

a Pious and Orthodox ſenſe. cret, Syn. Nic. p. 267, 
But to proceed ; Tho? all Realiſts do not agree. about 

the uſe of thoſe words, Three Minds or Subſtances ; yet 

they all do, and all muſt agree in what follows, v2. They 

are Three ſuch Perſons, that is, as diftind., and as really 

ſubſiſting, and living, as three Angels, or three Men. They 

are ſo without doubt; if they be real proper Perſons ; for a 

Perſon lives and ſubſiſts, and Three Perſons muſt be really 

diſtin&, or they can't be Three 3 that is, the Father's Perſon 

1s no more the Perſon of the Son, nor. the Perſon of the 

Son the Perſon of the Father, than Peter is Joby, or Jobn 
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is Peter 3 but then they do not ſubſiſt dividely, or ſepa- 
rately, as Peter and Fohn do. He adds, Each Perſon has his 
own peculiar individual SubFance, his own perſonal and proper 
Underſtanding, Will, and Power of Aftion; an Omnipotence, 
Ommiſcience, and all other Divine Attributes, divers in num- 


ber from the Perſonal Omnipotence, Omniſcienge, &c. of the 


other Two Perſons. Now I except againſt nothing in this, 
but the Phraſes of peculiar and individual ſubſtance, and 
divers in number ; for peculiar and indrvidual, I would fay 
a ſingular ſubſtance : for tho' a fingutar ſubſtance in created 
Natures is a peculiar and individual ſubſtance alſo, it is not 
ſo in the Divinity. The Catholick Fathers always diftin- 
gviſh'd between One Sutftance, and One fingular Subſtance 
of the Godhead. To deny Oye Subſtance, or the Fiomoou- 
fron, was Ariaviſm: To aflert One ſingular Subſtance, was 
Sabellianiſm ; for One ſingular Subſtance is but One Perſon, 
which denies a. Trinity of Perſons : But the Divine Nature 
and Subſtance is both wiz and #91, One and Common, 
and therefore wot One fingular Subſtance, which can never 
be common ; and by the fame Reaſon, a Perſonal Subſtance, 
though ir be-fingular, and appropriate to ſuch a particular 
Perfon, and therefore as incommunicable as the Perſon is, 
yet it is not peculiar and individual in the common a&- 
ceptation of thoſe words, but the fame One common un- 
divided inſeparable Eſſence of the Divinity, - fubſiſting di- 
ſtinAly and ſingularly in each Perſon. Thus for the fame 
Reaſon, I will not fay, that the Perſonal Omnipotence, &c, 
of the Father, is divers in number from the Perſonal Om- 
pipotence of the Son, becauſe it is the ſame One Omnipo- 
tence, as it is the ſame One Divinity, which ſubfifts di- 
ſtinQly-in each Perſon; but we may and muſt fay, That 
the Perſonal Omnipotence of the Father, is not the Perſa- 
nal Omnipotence of the Son, no more than the Perſon of 

the Father, is the Perſon of the Son. But this diſgnifed þ 
Socinian has taken great care in repreſenting EPR. 
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Real and Nominal T rinitarians, &c. 

of the Realiſts, to conceal their Faith: of the perfe&t. undi- 
vided Unity and Identity of. the Divine Nature. in-Three 
diſtin&t ſubſiſting Perſons, which yet he knows they as Sa- 
credly profeſs, as they do the real diſtinQion_ of. Perſons,: 
and is owned in as high terms by Dr. Sherlock himſelf, as 
by any of his, Adverſaries, and:1s almoſt the only Pretence 
of thoſe many Contradicions he is charged with, :by. ſuch 
as. will not underſtand a; peried diſtintion in perfe&t Uni- 
ty, which yet is eſſential to-the Catholick Faith: of a, Tri- 
nity in Unity, and Unity in Trinity. But as for. this Au- 
thor, whether he-had thought ſuch a Diſtinftion and Uni- 
ty reconcileable or not, yet, when-he undertook to repre- 
ſent the Doctrine of the RealiFFs, he ought to have repre 
ſented it whole and entire, andto have lefr it to the judg- 
ment of the Reader : whereas he is very careful to obſerve 


- that they ſay, the Three: Perſons in the Trinity, are Three 


Subſtances, Three Minds, and Spirits ; [whichSet. only 
ſome of them fay;] but takes no notice that theſe. Three 
diſtin Perſons have One undivided Nature and Eſſence, 
which they all agree in: For this would have ſpoiled, his 
Objections: of 7ritheiſm, and: what he- imtnediately adds 
about Three Creators and Goyernors of the World, which 
they never owned, any more than Three Gods ;. for tho' 
there are Three who are Omnipotent,, and. Three-who 
create, yet they are ſo inſeparably united-.in Nature,. that 
they 4re-but One Agent, One Omnipotent,. and. produce 
but Oae Ef: : As the Catholick Fathers .concluded. for 
this Reaſon, that as the Scripture teaches us, That there.is 
but One God,and yet that the Father is God, the Son God, 
and the Holy Gaoſt God ; ſo it, attributes the making, and 
government of the world both to Father,: Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, and yet there is but one.and the ſame world which, 


| is made and governed ; which proves, that though they 


act as diſtinly as their Perſons are. diſtiac, yet. there. is 
ſuch an eſſential Unity of Will rg Power, and Operation, 
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The Diftmtion between 
from the indiviſible Unity of Nature, that they are but 
one Agent, and produce but one and the ſame effect. 

But {till as for the main of the Charge, That every di- 
ſtin Perſon in the Trinity, has a perfonal Subſtance, Life, 
Wyil, Underſtanding, Power, of his own, which is not the 
perſonal Subſtance, Life, Will, Underſtanding, Power, of 
either of rhe other Perſons, is what all, who believe a Real 
Trinity, flo and muſt agree in, whether they will agree to 
call theſe Three Subſtances, Wills, Underſtandings, Ts. or 
not. Nay, this is all that thoſe very Perſons who aſſert 
Three Subſtances, Three Minds and Spirits in the Trinity, 
ever meant by it. Own but each Perſonin his own proper 
Perſon, to be infinite Subſtance, Mind, Spirit, and that nei- 


' ther Perſon is each other, and they will conſent to any other 


form-of words, and not diſpute the reafon or propriety of 
them; all that they contend for is a real Trinity of true, 


real, profier Perſons; and that they are certain cannot be, 


unleſs each Perſon by himſelf, as diſtin& from the other 
Perſons, be Subſtance, Mind, Spirit, Will, Underſtanding, 
Power. | | 

-This'ts the only Trinity which Socimus, Crellius, Slich- 
timgius, and others of that. Party, have hitherto diſputed 
againſt ; and therefore certainly they did apprehend, that 
the Chriftians in their days, even all the Divinity-Chairs of 
Europe, did aſſert fuch a Trinity ; and thoſe Learned Men 
who oppoſed them, did believe ſo too, or there muſt be very 
wiſe doings amongſt them: tho* our Modern S:cin;ans have 
now made a diſcovery, that theſe Real:zFs are not the true 
Catholick Trinitarians, but that the Nominalifs are the 
Church ; and now they are grown Friends with the Church, 
and Orthodox, beyond their own hopes ; and their buſi- 
nels is only to defend the Church againſt this new Se of 
Real' 7rinitarians. Let it be fo : but ſtill they maintain the 
fxmeDo@rine that Soczyus did, and diſpute-againſt the ſame 
Trifity which. he diſputed againſt, and'therefore theſe Real 


Trint- 


\VIETY 


Trinitarians are-to mw upſtart Sect, but their old Adver- 
faries, who- will never he. cheated by new Names-into. an 
accomtnodatian'or camprehenſion- with Socinians,. | 
The plain ſtate: of. the! Caſe is: this: Father, - Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, are the Ohriſtian Trinity ; now the queſtion is, 


whether this be a-Real- Trinity -or not; that is, whether - 


the Father: be a6 Eternal, Infinite, Living, Omniigicar, OMm- 
nipotent; ſubſiſting Perſon, andgid truly beget of: hisown 
Nature and Subſtance, a Frue, Living, Omnipotent,; Om» 
niſcient, ſubfiſting Son ; and: in like manner, whether the 
Holy Ghoſt proceeds from Father. and Son, a True, Living, 
Omnipotent, Omniſcient, ſubſiſting Spirit. Fhis' is the 


Dodtrine of thoſe whom-our Modern Socinians call RealifFs, 


thati is, of 'True and Orthodox 7rinitarians ; and without 
aſſerting this, whatever they teach beſides, a Trinity is no- 
thing but a name, and therefore ſuch men may-properly be 
called Nominalifts ; ſo that. the: RealifFs only are 7rinitari- 
ans, the meer Nominalif?s, whatever they are elſ& are: no 
Trinitarians; and this new-contrivance of oppoſing: theſe: 
Real Trinitarians, is neither better, nor worſe than oppoſing 
the Doctrine of the Trinity:: And/ let but our People un- 
derſtand this, andiwe- are: where we were,. and then the So- 
cinians may.call themſelves Nomenalifts; or what they pleaſe. 
To proceed : He is/as- artificial-and/ unſincere/ in his 'ac- 
count 'of the Nominaliits, as of the Realifts.” We, muit not y 
conceive of the Divine Perſons, ſay the -Nominalifts,. as we do 
of created Perſons. | Very right! there is an: unconceivable 
difference between them, as all. RealifFoacknowletge; they: 
are perfectly:diſtin; but-yet inſeparably One ; they never; 
did, never- can ſubſiſt apart';. the ſame Qne-undivided Dis 
V _ _ — nr _ Roy diſtintly in each 
of them, and is as per \One:1nThree, as anyone; thing! 
1s one with.it-ſelf.” Hind thus weallow- what he'adds:to be a 
very great Truth, and wiſh\be hunſelf. would conſider: bet-" 
teriof its That: therconceptionwe ought tohavt of. their Perfoe' 
D 2 waltties, 
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The Diſtinflion between +- 
nalities, of what they are as they are Perſons, is as different 
from the Perſonalities of any created Beings, as the Perfettions 
of the Divinity are paramount to Human or Angelical Perfetts 
ons. This we are ſenſible of, and therefore do not preſently 
ery out of | Nonſenſe and ContradiQtion, when we are forced 
by Scripture and Reaſon to attribute ſuch things to the Di- 
vine Nature and Perſons, as we can find no Images or Idea's 
of in Created Nature : for we know that Creatures cannot 
be perfeQly like to God, and conſequently we ought: not to 
oppoſe the Idea's of Nature to Revelation. But the prefent 
queſtion is not, Whether Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
are ſuch Perſons as created Perſons, as Angels, or men 
are; for it is certain there is an unconceivable difference 
between them ; but whether they may be called Per- 
ſons in the true and proper Notion of | the word: :Per- 
ſen ; for one: who does really and ſubſtantiatiy fubſiſt , 
live, will, anderſtand, ac; according to his Natural Pow- 
ers: And whether there be'Three- fuch ſubſiſting, living, - 
willing,underſtanding Perſons in the Godhead,or only One : 
Whether as the Father hath life in himſelf, ſo the Son hath 
life in himſelf ; and as the Father knows the Son,ſfo the Son 
knows the Father ; and whether the Spirit of life, and the 
Spirit of Holineſs, and Power, and the Spirit that ſearcheth 
thedeep things of God, be not aſubſiſting, living, knowing, 
working Spirit ; and this 'is the reaſon, why the Church ca}ts: 
them Three Perſons, (which the Scripture does not call 
them) becauſe the Holy Scripture diſtinQtly Attributes life, 
will, knowledge, power, to theſe Three, Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt; which is the Notion all men have of a Perſon when: 
applied to Creatures ; -and to talk of Three Divine Perſons, 
who are not ſubſiſting, living, knowing Perſons, deſtroys the 
only Reaſon for calling them Perſons. 

But he adds, as the DoQtrine of! the/ Nominaliſts, That 
God is but One Being, but One Subſtance, Mind, or Spirit, with: 
One.only will, underſtanding, energy, or power of attion. But: 
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Real ani Nontvhal"Trinitarians, &c, 


is not this, 'in a true Catholick Senſe, the DoErine of the 
Realiſts alſo,” as I obſerved before? [But"this'is what this diſ- 
intereſted Perſon would be at; to diſtinguiſh the Realiſts 
and Nominaliſts by 7hree S#bfances and One Subſtance of the 


Divinity : And were this the whole Truth, the Realiſts 


would certainly be Hereticks, and the Nominaliſts might be 
the Orthodox Church: Whereas the Realiſts, as they own 
Three real ſubſifting living Perſons, fo they as cally 
profeſs the roewany Ab or One undivided Subſtance and Na- 
ture, ſubſifting and ating diſtinly, but indiviſibly and in- 
ſeparably in Three, which is a real perfe& ſubſiſting Trinity 
in perfet Unity : But the Nominalifts;truly fo called,as they 
own but One Subſtance in the Divinity, ſo-but One ſingle 
Perfon, which is their One God, and can find a'Triniry only 
ina Trinity of Names,or Properties,or meer immanent As. 

That there are many ſuch Nominaliſts among us, I fear 'is 


too true ; but I muſt ſay again, that the bare diſpute concern- 


ing the uſe of thoſe words, Three eternal infinite Minds and 
Spirits, for Three eternal infinite intelligent Perſons, no more 
proves thoſe who rejet ſuch expreſſions, white they own 
each Perſon by himſelf, to be infinite Mind and Spirit, to 
be meer Nominalifts, than the ufe of ſuch” expreſſions in a 
qualified Catholick Senfe, (as the Catholick Fathers have 
formerly uſed them, or other Terms equivalent to them) 
proves thoſe who uſe them to be 7ritheiſts : And yet this 
is all our Author pretends to juſtifie-this diſtiyion between 
Realiſts and Nominaliſts, viz. The Controverſy depending be- 
tween Dr. S—th aud Dr. Sherlock. But I cannot paſs on 
without making one Remark on this, That Dr. S—zh, and 


thoſe who have eſpouſed that ſide of the Queſtion, are as 


much concerned to vindicate themſelves from the impumti- 
on which this Author has fixed on them; of:being meer 
Nomimnaliſts or Sabellians, as Dr: Sherlock 'and his Friends are; 
to vindicate themſelves from 7ritheiſm; and 1 'confeſs,” T 
think, a great deal more ; becauſe in the heatof Diſpute, or 
through Inadvertency, if. it be not- their: ſettled Principle 
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and Judgment, they have given more juſt occaſion.for ſuchl] C 
a Charge. When One and the ſame Perſon, with. Threell 5 
ſubſtantial Deaneries,, ſhall, be' very gave y alledged. as:aJ n 
proper Repreſentation of a Trinity in-Unity'; whena meer 
mode of ſubſiſtence ſhall be given as a _proper.and Ye auate. 
 Definitionof a:Perſon, as applied to the ies OT 
Conſiderations [aroe Book ſhall be writ on. purpoſe to demonſtrate,-/That 
the Triniry, there is and can. be but One Ferſon.in.;the Trinity, in the || a 
true peoper Notion,as it ſignifies ax intelljgent.Perion; what 
can'the moſt equal and. impartial Judge make- of this, but. 
downright Sabell:zaniſm 2 For, whether it be; allowable. to 
ſay, Three Minds and Spirits or not, I'm fure-without own- 
ing Three proper, ſubſiſtiog, intelligent Perſons,.,each of || c 
whom is in his own Perſon, 19tinite, Mind and Spirit, thene 
can be no Real-Trinity. If. their Senſe be- more Qrthodox 
than their Words, I do heartily beg of them for God's: ſake, 
and the ſake of our.common Faith, fo to explain their Words, 
as. toremove this ſcandal,. as Dr. Sherlock has done, andnot fi 
to Charge a Trinity of real, ſubſiſting, intelligent Perſons, | 
(which is all he profeſs, to own, . or ever to have intended) 
with 7ritheiſm, till they can give us ſomething in the room 
of it more Orthodox than a Sate/lian Trinity, which, the 
Catholick Church has always rejected with Abhorrence. 
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SE C. T- II, 


The Authorities of the Nominalifſts againſ® a Real 
Trinity, briefly Examined. | 


Tx Socinian having, given ſuch an account as it is, of 

- . the Doctrine .of the Reali/ts and Nomznaliſts, as, diſ+ 
intereſted as he pretends. to be, he profeſſedly. Eſpoules the 
fide of the Nominaliſts againſt the Realifs ; that is, under a 
new Name he. follows his old. Trade of Hiparing againſt the 


Trinity, only. with this advantage, that henow. Pleads tim &r3 
x7 : aule 


uſe 'of the Church, of his beloved Church of Nominalifts, 
v2ainfttheſ Tritheif7ick Hereticks, .the Reali/ts : But when 
r, who this Adyocate is, it will do the Nomina- 


2, 


| profelſed Enemy to the Catholick Faith of the Trinlty,and to 
| the Eternal Godhead and Incarnation of our Saviour Chriſt l 


I poſes is the True Catholick Faith;and what he vindicates and 
I defends is Hereſy. What Agreement there is between the 

o | Nominalif?s and Sicinians, and what an eafie accominodation 
n- { may be made between them, we ſhall hear towards the Con- 
of I cluſion; ' but this will not fatisfice our Author,that the preſent 
re {| Orthodox Church (which to thereproach of the Church,and 
Xx | to the advantage of his own Cauſe, he will have to be all 
e, | Nominalifts, which is-fuch an abuſe as, concerned Perſons 
5, Joughr to reſent ; Lay, not ſatisfied that the preſent Church) 
2t Fis on his fide ; nothing will ſerve him leſs, -than- to prove, 
s, I thatchis was always the Faith of the Catholick Church : A 
) wh whyys bold Undertaking,but what his wiſer Predeceſiors, 
nN U Socinu 
e 


Y Sortnus, Crellius, &c, would have laught at ; and which I 

doubt not but he Laughs at himfelf, and will have cauſe to 

I Laugh, if hecan meet with any Perſons ſoft and eafy enough 
to believe him. | 
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He well and truly obſerves, thit this Queſtion, What has Page 14, 


been the DoRrine of the Catholick Church in this point, mu#? he 
decided by Authorities or Witneſſes, and therefore he appeals 
 fto Authoritics, and thoſe I grant the moſt venerable Abtho- 
rities and Witneſſes that can be had, even General Councils. I 
wiſh he would continue in this good humour, .and..then I 


f Fhould not doubt but he would quickly change his ide : But, 
this is contemptible Hypocriſy in a man,who delpifes all Ar-- 


| Ethorities, not only human, but ſacred, when they contradict 
; Yhis own private Reaſonings,to appeal to Authority : I can ea« 
 Wily bear with men of weak Underſtandings,but 1 hate Knaye- 


, 


ry; for Truth needs no Tricks: and how much Socinians value 


Fathers and Councils is ſufficiently known. He - 3 
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P. 16, He begins with the Niceve Council, which brought into the 
Church the term Flomooufios ; by which .is meant, that the Divine 
Perſons have the ſame SubFtance, or are of One SubFance : But 
then he ſays, it is diſputed between the Nominalifts and Rea» 
lis, in what Senſe the Council underſtood this One Sub- 
ſtance ; Whether the ſame Subance in number, the ſelf-ſame_ 
Subfance 2 ſo that there is indeed, but One Divine SubStance 
Or the ſame SubFanxce for kind, ſort,or nature, namely the ſame 
in all Eſſential Properties — So that in Truth, there are Three 
diftinf (or numerically different) SubFances, which: are the. 
ſame only in nature and kind. This he makes the Controyerly 
between the Church (that is, his Nominaliits) and the Realiits ; 
but this is far from being the true ſtate of the Controverſy; 
All whom he calls Rea/iZs, own, that Father and Son are 
but One and the ſelf-ſame Subſtance, communicated whole 
and undivided from Father to Son, ſo that the Father js Sub- 
ſtance, the Son Subſtance in his own Perſon, and both the 
ſame Subſtance 3 And the like of the Holy Spirit, that as Ma- 
rius Vittorinus ſays, They are ter una Sub5antia,Thrice.One 
and the {ime Subſtance ; and this is all that thoſe mean, 
who venture to fay,they are 7hree SubFaxces ; for the Dif- 
pute between thoſe Rea/if7s, who ſay there is but one Sub» 
ſtance of the Divine Perſons,and thoſe who own Three,is not 
whether the Son be true and real Subſtance in his own Per- 
fon, as diſtin from the Perſon of the Father ; . for all but Sa» 
bellians agree in this 3 but whether conſidering the perfe&t 
Unity and Identity of Nature and Subſtance in Three, it be 
Orthodox to fay, Three Subſtances,and not rather One Sub- 
ſtance, and Three who ſubſiſt ; which is a more Orthodox 
form of ſpeech, and leſs liable to exception : And thus we 
allow, That the Nicene Fathers, by the. Zomooufton,did mean 
One and the ſelf-ſame Subſtance of Father and_Son, but fo 
that the Son is a true and proper Son, areal ſubliſting Perſon, 
Subſtance of his Fathers Subſtance; God of God, Light f 
Light, very God of very God, Begotten not Made, of one Su 
Fance with the Father, by whom all things were made. ; which. 
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ſo expreſly declares the Senſe of the Council, thay this 
thor qurſt not ſo much, as mention, God. of God, Light of 
Light, &c. which can never begeconciled with his Notion 
of One Subftance, Which leaves no Subſtance, norany real 
ſubſiſtence to the-Son diſtinct from the Father. , :; 

'B  Trisa bold ſtroke, and worthy of our Author, to make the 
* I Nicene Council determine for Sate//zaviſm, inthe term Ho- 
"ce 8 mocufios ; but yet he has alittle Story,which he thinks proves 
cc | it beyond exception, for which he quotes Socrates: That 
ve Hiſtorian tells us, That there happened ' a great quarrel is 
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that this Au- 


ly Agypt about the word Homoouſios,which he Jays was like fightsSocr. H. R. 


2 i ing in the dark, without diftinguiſhing Friends from Enemies x 
' 5, for neither of them ſeemed to underftand each. other,as.ta thoſe 
re Nl matters for which they reproached one another :\ This our.' Aus 
le I thor takes no notice of, for it would; not ſerve his. purpoſe 3 

g from hence, that the Accuſations on both ſides 
welels, and like dealing blows in the.gark.: But naw 


OX Bl Hlaſphemous, becauſe they ſeenied to take away (5y that ward) the 
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 ſtathius of 'Sabelljaviſm': And thus they wrote againſt each - 


did. not think, that*the Njrtne Council by the ZZomeoufion, 


- 


« | 4 
The: Diftinion betwgen-.," 
as Advilterating the Nicene Faith 5 Euſebius dentes, That he : 
;n the leaſt departed from the Nicene Faith, agd accuſes Eu- 


other as Adverſaries, anÞyet both of them Taught, That - 
the Son of God \vas a true and proper Perſon, and had a real 
Subſiſtence of his own; and. that there was One God. in - 
Three Perfons ; that one would wonder whence it came to.- 
paſs that they could not agree. . | 
From this Story, our Author thus Reaſons... * This is a - 
deciding-teſtimony in the Caſe. . For the Realiſts will never - 
« beable to ſhew, that if by F7omoouftos the Council intended. : 
Three diſtin Subſtances, Three Beings, Minds, or Spirits: - 
«How the Fathers of the Council could be accuſed of Mor: - 
* 2 aniſm and Sabellianiſm; for Three intelleQpal: infinite - 
& Subſtances, Three Divine Beings, Spirits or Minds, was the - 
«Dodrine chiefly oppoſed by Sabe/l;as and Maxtanys, as all. 
* confeſs -'.(Then by his own Confeſſion, his Nawinalifts are: 
Sabellizms, and all thoſe Fathers and Qouncils, which, -Con-; 
demined Sabellins were Realifts, and then.-we have got the: 
Nieene Conncil'again.) © And on the other hang, the Coun-. - 
«cit: which contrived and-defended Z7omoeufees, could as lit-: 
<< tle Cenfſure thofe who were againſt. it, as. introducers of; 
* Tritheiſm and Paganiſm, if-it had not beenſuppoſed,. thar) - 
*1n oppoſing F7omooufios, they profeiled .to..believe, Three. - 
© infinite Subſtances in. number, Three: Diving Minds;; and: 
«Spirits ; which is the very DoQrine of the Modern Realifts.”- 
r. Now in anfwer to this, ] obſerve firſt, That the Hifto-: - 
rian-ſaysall this was-an angry miſtake, (as angry men are: 


very apt to miſtake, and.to reproach each other with: their'- G 


own miſtakes) but-neither of theſe Parties were guilty of the: 
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Herefies' they were charged” with ; neither the one were 2 
Saellianz, nor the other Trirheiſts; Now this I think proves... 


the direct contrary to. what he. concludes from it : For. if \' 
thoſe who were: charged with Sabellianiſm. for owniog the: 
Homooufion-were not Sabellzans, then it is certain, that they -. 
or : 
One 


So as 


\fingular Subs 
ofe wo ret the Z7e- 
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Heretical Senſes as they thought that-word chargeable with : 

\nd this is the whole Truth of the Caſe,as Svcrares tells us :; 

and this is a yery Gragge way-to prove. the Senſe of the 
undle 


ouncil,from the groundleſs accuſations of angry and jealous _ ; 
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3- But hom could the Council, which contrived and defended 
Flomooufias, cenſure thoſe who were againſt it, as jntroducers of” 
Tritheiſm and. Paganiſm, which the Hiſtorian witneſſes that it: 
did with great earneſtneſs; ButSocrates (his-HiſtorianY ſays nor 
one word of the Council, but only of theſe angry.Diſputants' 
cenſuring and accuſing each other, and both unjuſtly ; but 
he wculd fain aſcribe all this to the Council, becauſe it is not: 
Fathers, but Councils he relies on ; of which more preſently. 

But there may be a very good Reaſon given, why thoſe 
who rejsAted the Sabellian Unity and Singularity of the Di- 
vine Effence,might yet charge thoſe with Polyrheiſm whore: 

. jcQed the Howooufton, or Conſubſtaritial; and there may be 
two accounts given of it. x. That they ſuſpected them of 
Arianiſm, in oppoſition to which, the Council taught the 
Homorufion ;, one Senſe of which was Such a ſameneſs 'of 
Naturegas is between Father and Son, which in Creatures we' 
call a ſpecifick ſameneſs, in contradidion to the 4rians,who 
taught, That the Sh was of a different Nature and Sub- 
ftance from the Father , as different from God the Father, 
as a created and uncreated Nature differ 3, and this is down- 
right Polytheiſm and Paganiſm; for this makes the Son and 

oly Spirit, how excellent ſoever their Natures are,but meer 
Creatures: And for this Reaſon we know, the Catholick 
Fathers charged the Ariavs with Pagan Polytheifm and 1dola- 
try; And the Arians at that time were ſuch zealous oppoſers 
of the Z7omooufion, even while they concealed themſelves un- 
der ſome other Catholick forms of Speech, that it was too 
great a reafon to ſuſpe@ thoſe of Arianiſm, who denied the 

Hlomooufron, whatever they would ſeem to own beſides : and 

when men are angry, leſs reafonable ſuſpicions than theſe,are 
thought ſufficient to form an Accuſation 3 and this is one 
fair account of it : Such men were thought ſecret Arians, 
and therefore chargedj with Polytheiſm, . © 

2. But there was another Notion of the Zdmooufron,which 

the Catholick Fathers thought abfolutely neceflary tothe U- 

nity of God, and conſequently that the denial of it would in-. 


4 _- _ * % 
Pl A 6 
Sean S PO | * - p ? +8 
350% 44 FE" A FX, OM « a APE = : .. 
ICS, "SE Ny oe” f FP TT : bt , TEE 
%* ; 4 


"4 bk £& 
. Tj a ea cas i? - TLEED 5 a » 4 
ID - £ n 


Wiiaea 


44 4h $ s 5 
& ak = 
: - £ = My 

4 C2 


Real. and Nominal Trinitarians, &. 2g 
troduee three Gods, inſtead of threeDivine ſubſiſting Perſons * + 


f inthe Unity.of the ſame Godhead: And that is, That when 
ft the Son is ſaid to be. /ZZomooufros,or Conſubſtantial with the Fa- 
Ct ther, the meaning is,that he is,#Z 8na5,of the very Subſtance of 
S' the Father, and not_of any other created or uncreated Sub- 
r ſtance : This S:. Baſil is poſitive in, That Two,whoare of the 
rt ſame Subſtance far Kind, are not therefore Conſubſtantial, as 
'. Father and'Son, but are rather Brethren, unleſs one be of the 
e other : But now-many true Catholicks very much ſuſpected 
- this Term, becauſe it ſeemed to imply a Diviſion and Szpara-.. 
p tion of the Father's Subſtance ; for, How can the Son be of 
e the fame Sabſtance with the Father, withouta diviſion of the 
f Father's Subſtance > The Nicene Fathers anſwered, That the 
e very Name of Son, and the natural Notion of Generation, 
f did neceſſarily prove, that. the Son muſt be of the Father's 
© Sabſtance ; but then the abſolute purity and ſimplicity of 
J the Divine Eſſence, which is a perfect indiviſible Monad; 
- roves,. That this eternal Generation of the Son, can't be 


- y a diviſion. of. Subſtance, as it is in human Generations ; . 
- but is whole of whole, .in an ineffable and incomprehenſible. 
} manner, ſo as no Creature can. underſtand z.-which” is no - 
r great wonder, when we can underſtand o little of Creature 
c Generations, eſpecially when Creation 'it ſelf is as perfcQly 
of unaccountable as the Eternal Generation ; for we can no : 
F more. underſtand, how the World was Created of nothing, 
than how the Son was Begotten of his Father's Subſtance, . 
4 whole and perfect, without any diviſion or feparation : That 
> the whole Divine Eſſence is originally in the. Father, and : 
communicated whole to.the Son, ſubſiſts whole and diſtin- 
> Iy in Both, and is One in Both. _ | 
This is that ſenſe of the Zomoru/ion, which occaſioned fo - 
| many warm Diſputes between. the Catholicks themſelves ; - 
for this reaſon, that Party which rejeed the Fmoouſton, 
accuſed thoſe, who received it, of Sabe//:aniſm, becauſe they 
aſſerted, Fhat there was but One and the- ſame.ſubſtance in - - 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, which was the Hereſy of Sa- - | 
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bellivs ; amd the heat of Diſpute would not ſuffer then to 
ſee how vaſtly the Catholick Homoouftays and Sabellians dif- 
fer'd, tho' they both aſſerted but Oze Subſaxce : for the Sa- 
bellians aſſerted but One fingle Subſtance, which is but One 
. real ſubliſting Perſon; and therefore made Father, Son,and 
Holy. Ghoſt, but Three Names of the fame Perſon : But the 
Catholicks afſerted Three real ſubſiſting Perſons, who were 
Subſtance, Subſtance, and Subſtance, arid yet but One of 
One, the perfect ſame of the perſet ſame : na ſub/tantia 
nou unus ſubfiſtens ; One ſubſtance, not one that ſubſiſts ; 
and therefore generally rather called them Three Subſiſten- 
ces, than Three Subſtances ; not but that they owned each 
- Subſiſtence to be a Subſtance, but they were in the common 
acceptation of the word not Three Subſtances, but One 
Subſtance, really and aQually ſubſiſting Thyjce, which they 
allowed to be'One, and One, and One, but Yor Three, 

On. the other hand, thoſe who received the Zomoou/rong 
accuſed thoſe who rejeted it Lol olytherpm and 7ritheiſm : 
forintruth, to. deny that Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are 
fo of, one ſubſtance, that the Son receives -his whole ſub- 
ſtance of the Father, and that the Holy Ghoſt receives his 
whole ſubſtance of Father and Son, is to make them Three 
abſolute, independent, ſelf-originated, ſubſtances, which have 
no relation to each other ; Three ſuch as. the Father is, who 
is of no other but himſelf, and the Catholick Fathers always 
accuſed this of 7ritheiſm: Tpas mratipes, Three Fathers, was 
the ſame to them, as to ſay Three Gods; and they vindica- 
ted the DoQtrine of a real ſubſiſting Trinity , againſt the 
Sabellian and Arian Charge of Tritheiſm, by ſaying, That © 
they did not own Three Fathers, but only One Father,One 
Self originated Divinity, which communicates his'own ſub- 
ſtance to the Son; - and therefore they are not Two Gods, 
but God of God. | 

But now theſe good Fathers, tho' they were right in the 
Notion of 7ritheiſm, and in the Nicene Notion of the Hs» 

00ufjon,yet they wrongfully accuſed thoſe, who rejected that 
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term; of Tritheiſm; forthey owned'thatthe Son was of the 
Father; that all that the Son was; he: was of the Father; that 
he was Gid of :God,, Ligbt of Lights and therefore notian ab- 
ſolute S:IF-orjiginated God,” but One God with the Father; 
but they did not like thoſe terms of Conſubftantial, and One 
Subſtance, and of the Fatber's Subſtance, as having ſomething 
too material in their conception, and ſounding harſh, as if 
the Son were part of the Father's ſubſtance ; which was 

objected againſt the Zomooufron in the Nicene Council it ſelf, 


which yet diſclaimed all ſuch abſurd ſenſes, and reccived the | 


term as the moſt infallible Teſt againſt Ariaviſm- But tho? 
- the Authority of the Council. over-ruled' the generality” of 
Chriſtians ;/yet ſome; who were truly Catholick and'Ortho- 
dox in the Faith, could not digeſt it ; and this was the true 


occaſion-of this difpute, and theſe mutual fierce accufations'; + 


and let our Author now make the beſt he can of it-; but in- 
ſtead.of doing him ſervice, he will never be able: to defend: 
himſelf a inf it-|Afrer all; our Author was aware'of very 
terrible Qbjection-againſt his ſenſe of the Nicene Fomorufrons. 
for one-ſingle- Sabe/{iay ſubſtance and perſon; viz. thatthe 


Catholick. Fathers rejected:and: condemned this ſenſe of it.as - 


Herely, even Sabell5aniſm; and it isnot-probable that theſe 


Rathers ſhouldnot underſtand the ſenſe of the Councib; or- 
that while they: contended earneſtly: for- the: Nicene Faith, - 
they ſhquld condema the true.Nicexe Faith for Hereſy,as he- 


owns they do. : 


"This would-have:put:a modeſt man-out of: countenanee ; P: :9.- 


but he takes-courage, and hufts at theſe Fathers and private-” 
DoRors: Particular'Fathers are -but particular Dofors ;, *tis 


from general Cottncils only we can take the Churches Dottrine. 


[t is very provoking to ſee aman banter. the. world'at this 


rate, with-the utmoſt contempt :and ſcorn of: his Readers :+ : 


It is plain' how great an Admirer he is of General-Coungils, © 


and -what he thinks of his Readers, whom-he hopes toper- ' | 
ſuade, that. the Catholick Fathers, who madeup the Council,.. . 


even Athanaſfus himſelf, who had--ſo great a-partin-ity did -:: 
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either ignorantly miſtake the ſenſe of the Council, or wilful- 
ly pervert it; eſpecially when all' the Au/e-Nicene Fathers - 
owned the fame Faith, as -he may learn from Dr. Bu/; and 
thoſe Catholicks, who after the Nicene Council, diſputed the 
uſe of that term Homoouftos, yet agreed in the-ſame Faith, as 
I have already thewn. BE EE 
What follows is all of a piece. W{e expounds the Arian F70- 
mozeuſios, or of a like Subſtance, roGgnify the ſame Subſtance 
in ſort, or kind, or properties ; that-is, ſpecifically the ſame, 
but only differing in number, as Father and Son have the 
fame ſpecifick: Nature, but are-Two Perſons: And thence 
concludes, that the Nicene lomooufros which the Arians at 
firſt reſuſed, but afterwards fraudulently ſubſcribed in the 
ſenſe of Zomotoufios, mult fignify but One fingular ſolitary 
Subſtance, but one Perſon in the Sae/lian Senſe : But who: 
ever before heard, that the Arian Zomotoufton ſignified a ſpe- - 
cifick Sameneſs and Unity of Nature ? Or, that the Arians 
owned Father and Son to have the ſameiſpecifick Nature:as. 
Adam and Abel hat! > The Catholick-Fathers themſelves, as, 
Athanaſius, Hilary, Bafil, the two Gregery's, &c: owned-ſuch 
a-likeneſs of Nature as this, 7 av and dmaegAarruc 
% 491%, tobe equivalent to the FZomoonfron, and to be True' 
Catholick Doctrine; and this they aſkrted-againſt:the Ari- 
ans : But it is in vain to diſpute with a man,. who has either 
Ignorance or Confidence enough thus to impoſe upon his: 
Readers. rg 

His next Appeal is to the Sixth General Council, which 
was the Third of ConfFantinople; and when I met-with this, 
I was not a little ſfurprized to think what he would make of 
it- This Council, as he himſelf tells the Story, determined, 
That there were two Natural Wills, and two Operations in the 
Lord Chriſt ; and the Reaſon of this was, becauſe they aſler- 
ted Two Natures in Chriſt, the Divine and Human Nature 3 
and that each Nature has a Natural Will of its own; -and 
therefore as there are Two Natures, there muſt be Two-di> 
Nin and natural Wills in Chriſt. rhing wh | 
Faclaa is 
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Real and;Numindl\Trintariaus, %&c. 33 
olive 1.41 br Ao: UW Tenome1 8 irin gt bg ; 
his-is:4,plain proof of the Myſtery of the Incarnation; © 
that the Divine Nature in'the Perſon of the Son-was Incar- 
nate ;:;for.there-covld:not be two Wills, - unleſs: there were 
two Natures: (which. was the foundation .of this Decree) 
in Chrift : And- this:'Macerivs himſelf in his Confefion of 
Faith profeſt to' own, 'both-in oppoſition -to Neftorins and 
Eutyxches, Now this Catholick Faith of the Incarnation, 
which is ſo often and ſo exprefly own'd by this Council, is 
utterly irreconcileable: with:this Sabel/zan Unity of the Di- 
vine Nature and Subſtance;: without running into'the Patr; 
paſhan Hereſy, that the whole-Trinity is Incarnate :. For if 
Chriſt.in 'One Perſon hath Two Natures, be truly andreal- 
ly. both God and Man, -and conſequently. has Two diſtiat 
Wills, a Divine and Humane Will; either .as God,” he muſt 
be diſtin in Nature-and Perſon from: tle Father and the 
Holy Ghoſt 3 or-if 'all Three -Perſons of the Trinity, are 
but one ſingle ſolitary Nature,; and conſequently but One . 
trueand proper Perfon,: all Three, :Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, muſt be Incarnate,-and-ſuffer in; the [ncarnation and 
Salierin s of Chriſt, tvhich-the Catholick Church condemned 
as Herely. C285 #2 ONE : 


Well! But he':tells- us, That this Council-.owned -that 
there is but One Will in the Three Perſons of the Trinity; 
and therefore conſequently thegycan be but one true and 
proper Perſon. This we-own with the Conncil, That there 
is but one eſ{ential. Wilt in the- Trinity; tho? each. Perſon 
has a Perſonal Will: But this.be ſays, cannat/bethe mean- 
ing of the! Council, becauſe: the gueft io: was concerning, Nat 
tural Wills, or Powers of willing: This: is-all fallacy; 4 
Natural Will is ſuch a Will as belongs -to-that-Nature; whoſe 
Will it is: As a Divine Nature has a Divine Will, and a 
Hurgane Nature a Humane Willz the power of. willing is 

F | Perſonal, 
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34 © " The Difiiuloonrbetwees\:') \. 
Perſonal, and ſignifies a Perſonal Will : And it is evident, 
the Council ſpeaks of rhe firſt; 'not of the fecond:” And nor 
to multiply Quotations, 1 thall give but one plain proof of 'it; 
Theophanes askt Macarius and Stephen, Whether \Adam had 
4 reaſonable Soul » They anſwer, Yes .. Then/he avkt chem, 
Whether' he had a natural Will > Stephen the Monk anſuers, 
That before the Fall he had a Divine Will, O59 Otanua. and 
that he Willed together with God, ovrIrami; bs mf © : 
Demetrius calls this Blaſphemy- ſor if he was a Co-Willer,he 
was a Co-Creatoralſo with God, ov p39; and others 
ſaid,- that this - made Adam, Spud,” Contubſtantial 'with 
God; 5 9D ourdrAnmrig 77mg 3 Suge; ; for he,” who is\ a 
Co- Willer with God, is Conſabſtantial alfo: And for this 
they alledge the Authority of St. Cyril, who: tells us of- 

Labb. Concil, Chriſt 3 at as he is Conſubſtanrial, duzSnes fo he Wills 
Tom. 6. p. together with his Father; ourde Arm THf Bia porimer; and 
1 gives this reaſon for it, pls 9D dias bv m2 Shane, that 
. one Nature has but one Will; Now if ' 69:2orri; ſignifies 
one who Wills. with another, then there * muſt! be two 
who Wilt ; and: if theſe two are. Ove WH, 'it cannot fig- 
nify perſonally, but :cſſentially-One': And'if they be Con- 
ſubſtantial, have-one Subſtance and one Will in-the ſame 
Senſe, we know what this Council meant by One Sub- 
Hance, no-more one perſonal 'Subltance, 'than one perſonal 
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' His next Authority is the Council of Lateras, under 
Pope Zrnccent TH. and though the Chriſtian World: is' not 
much” beholden''to char Council; -yet I cannot think, '&' 
I'Fnd-w'great many\ Wiſe men do, that rhey have made 
ady alteration irr the Subſtance of 'our Faith, ' whatever 
they have done in the form of Expreſſion. LE 
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Real and: Nomingt Trinirabians, &E. 
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That Uh Trinity PST ſanins 190 'One- SippaiHy Be. | 
ing, was the: Dotrine-of. St, 4uſtin, from" whom" P#/z- Concil.T., ; 
Lombard had: it ;{ arid ettithe' Catholiek Fathers owned the © "+ Þ- 143. 

Trinity to beia' aft. Hmple: Monad'; Cwhich & the fame 
thing) when: ar: che! ſane” firne* they. efferted ap 
Sabtllians, ''Three' real; ſiblfting,. diſtin Pero! 
of which is the fame whole undivided: Divintey,” commn- 
nicated whole and: perfeR from Father to Son, 3nd" from 
Father: and 'San' ts! the. Holy-Ghoſh;; ' without any* diviſion 
or pareition 'of Subſtaree. / Andi this2is" the*Doltiqe 6f ; 
the: Lateras Council ; "Thar, this "Owe 'fupreant" Thi SOT > 2 
«Anas, veraciter, truly'and really, Father, Son; a Ho : 
ly:Ghoſt ; Three Vnited Perfons,” veia: Fete * *(/: a2 x 

cunts," fres Smut Perſone, and cacly of ithem- diftinc>t from 

the- otherss x Bia; Gigs w: avror;'' af ac. fngu ii gael:btt 

earum ; And oye rherÞ'; FL, i, a es "wht "2 Ouy- 


Blnes; and Nature: 1; !>Alt- this pomeobonir J 
have fabſeribed, 'who'yet! with the other Cath Henne 


thers rejeftcd the Now 'a hg ne ne on 
nity.. 


They add; That this © 
was (which is Father 
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The. Diſtindlion between 
Perſons, and Unity of Nature ; That the Father is4/ius, 
another, the. Son another, the Holy Ghoſt another ;*bur 
not aliud: another thing: .but what the: Father is, and 
what the Son is; and what. the: Holy: Ghoſt is, Tevrd 
2, they are all perfectly. the famez-:that according to 
the .Catholick Faith, we, may acknowledge: them! to be 


Conſubſtantial ; for 'the-;Father | from Eternity Begetting || 


the Son, by faurs 8oay aur) SSwer, gave his own Sub- 
ſtance to him, as he himſelf witneſſes. © : The Father who 
gave. them-. me:. 1s greater than all; : Nor: can' it be:ifaid, 


that the Father-:gave part. of his Subſtance to his: $on, | 
and retained another. part himſelf ; 'for the #7ypoſtafis.or 
Subſtance. of- the. Father is indiviſible, as being perfectly 


ſimple : Nor can; we, fay, That when the Father Begat 
the Son, he. ſo communicated. his own Subſtance. tohim, 
25 not. to. have..it himſelf; for then, ke \muſt ceaſe: to- be 
an-#ypoſtafis, Subſtance, and. a ſubſtantial Perſon him- 
ſelf. So that/it:is. evident, That the Son,' when Begot- 
ten, received the:Father*s Subſtance without any diminu- 
tion of the Father; and thus Father. and. Son--have- the 
ſame Subſtance; and Eather and Son and Holy Ghoſt-are, 
To avT9 Þe%ys , one and the.ſame fapreme Nature-and 
Subſtance ; which they call, 5 7%; T'avriml@ trmn;,. the 
Unity of -Sameneſs-and Identity : This is true Catholick 
Doctrine, and the; very. Language of the Nicexe Fathers. 
And if Joachim rejeted.this Efſential- Unity of the-Trinis 
ty, and aſſerted 4 meer. colleftive Unity, as many Chri- 
ſtians are one. Church, as the Council affirms he did, he 
was. very jaſtly Condemned, and the Nzcene-Fathers-them- 
ſelves would | have Condemned him., The only - thing, 
which. looks like. an Innoyation- in this Decree, is, . That 
whereas the Catholick. Fathers allowed' of thoſe Expreſ- 
ſions, \4' Begotten Nature, Begotten Subſtaxce, | Bepotten Wiſs 
dam, Begotten. God ; and that Subſtance begets Subſtawce, and 

= _ Wiſdom 
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Wiſdom begets'Wiſdom,' &c. This Council denies, That 
this One ſupream' Divine 'Efſence, Nature, or Subſtance, 
which is the 'Blefſed Trinity, | does: either Beget, or is: 
Begotten, or Proceeds, which ſome Schoolmen think ab-" 
ſolutely condemns.thoſe” Expreflions, ' That Subſtance be- 
gets Subſtance; ' and Wiſdom Wifdom; That'-the Son: - 
is Deus Genitus, and Natura Genita , Begotten” God and 
Begotten Nature, . and Begotten Wiſdom 3 which is to 
condemn all the Catholick Fathers, who uſed theſe Ex- 
preſſions without any ſcruple ; nay, who thought -that. 
the Myſtery of the Divine Generation could not be ſe 
cured without them. But IT confeſs, Þ am' of Petavius 
his mind, ( though I find the Learned Door Bull 
diſſent from him ) that this Council never intended- 
abſolutely to condemn all ſuch Expreſſions, when 
Perſonally -yfed”; For' though the Divine Nature ina ge-. 
neral Notion, as common to all Three Perſons, neither 
begets, nor is begotten; yet the Father - begets'the Son 
by a'true and proper Generation, and a true and proper 
Sor; and therefore. that "Learned Jeſuit tells us, That the 
Lateran Council conſidered the Divine' Nature abſolutely; 
and in it ſelf, and as abſtrated from the Three Perſons, Per. de Tin. 
not as ſubſiſting diſtin&tly in each Perſon 3” for ſo-it is1 5. © 12. 
very Citholick to fay-, That the Divine Nature in the: 
Perſon -of the Father begets the Divine Nature: in the- 
Perſon. of \ the Son : For we cannot underſtand what» a 

Perſon is without: its Eflence and Nature 'and it's ab-- 

ſard- to fay, That the- Son receives his Perſon from the: 

Father, without receiving that without which he cannot- 

be a Perſon: And the _ reaſon he gives, why they ra- 

ther | choſe to ſay, that' the Father begets the Son, 

thaw that Eſſence bepets © Eſſence, ' was to | avoid*' 

the ambiguity of that Expreſſion , which might, ſig-,. 

nify- the produQtion- of-- another Eſſence;. ys 1) 
_ , 55 + the< 


Quippe eſſentia 


ram exiſtentiam tribuat, ne- 
- que ſic gignitur, ut-exiſtar,ſed 
generare, cum ad efſentiam 
pertinet, eſt generando com- 
municare , gigni/eft commu- 
nicari. Filijus vere & proprie 
a Patre gignitur ; effentia 
autem ejus non eodem modo 
gigni dicitur, ſed generatione 
accipi ; vel gignere eſt dare 
ſubſtantiam, gigni eſt datam 
accipere. Pct, thid.'' 
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F the generation of. another Perſon. z1, whereas 
is | cal 


gignit effentiam, ut ei abſoſu- 


this Divine Generation is/the, communteation 
of the-ſame Eternal Eſkenee: which is in the 
Father to the'Son , which gives exiſtence to 
a ſecond Perfon-, not. to, 2. ſecond Nature ; 
'This is- indeed very fubtil, but-therc is ſoms 
ſenſe in it 3 -and while; they, ackngwledge,, 
that the Son by an Eternal Generatich re- 
ceives a true Divine Nature: from the. Fa- 
ther, and: is in his own Perſon true. God, 
but yet not the Father ; this is the Old Cas 


tholick Faith, how new ſfoever the Exprelli- 
ons may be. 


Thus I have-done with his General Councils ; and I 
hope every one ſees how;'well ;he:underſtands, Councils ,/ 
or how honeſtly he deals'/with them;.. What concerns the 
Church of Exgland, needs no anſwer after what I have 
already faid ; and the Story of Yalentinus Genti/is is much 
to the ſame purpoſe; for he. was. fo far from being a 
Realiſt, that he was a down-right. Arian. St | 


But that he may [not think - himſelf and his Nemina- 
liſts fo ſecure of all the Divinity-Chairs in Europe, I will 
refer him: to the Learned Spanhbemins, to learn how. it. 
lately fared: with ſome of them in the @uited Provinces; 
who were cenſured and condemned by various Synods;; 
——_—— publick Judgment and Authority of ſeveral Uni 
verſitics. | 


The firſt Propoſition condemned was con-. 
cerning the name. of Son, and his Eternal 
rum fcripta nuper 


Generation of the Father 3 that this-is not to 
| runt, &re 


| rar Sy 77 envy cor be underſtood! properly of a true and proper. 


| Parcimus hoc loco celebri- 
. bus in Belgio Theologis, guo- 
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Generation, "as if: the Father [o who -begtts, 


were a true and proper Father ; and the-Son, 


who is begotten , + a true and'proper Son; 
but that theſe Terms in: Scripture, only fig- 
nify, PO 7.0 A. 


1, That the Second Perſon has the fame 
Nature and Eſſence with the Firſt Perſon , 
and did coexiſt with him "from; Erernity : 
Denying the'manner of his htving.the ſame 
Nature, by an ineffable Generation, 'and rhe 
Perſonal Subſiſtence of the Father, who begets, 
and the Son, who is begotten, and confequent- 


Real avid Nome Fritibarinns, &c, 


4 


fui s Theologus, 
Vir: acri_ ingenio , ditions 

ganti, cujus {ctipty -non 
uno, etjam vernzenlo he 'vi- 
nempe , larionem - Ali 
tributam 'Secunde | Perſonez 
S. Trinitatis, ut & Gmc arw6d- 
nem ex Patre, Non miteHigens 
dam eſſe proprid- wt fie: ab. 
orthodoxis ,' de''vern aliqua 
Generatione, avernk 11's qui 
dem & ineffabili , ſecundum 


quam Pater generins fir yer. 


 »&-proprid Parer,"8& Pilitts ge+ 


iy that truerelation berween Father, and Song'* hirusirwerenf | 


which the Scripture conſtantly teaches; whit” 


gave juſt ſuſpicion either of Sabe/liani/m, or 
Tritheiſm, 


2. That all theſe Naines ( of Father and 
Son, begetting, and being begotten, &c.) re- 
ſpect rhe Oeconomy of the Covenant of Grace, 
the- manifeſtation - of the-Second- Perſon-in 
the Fleſh, as in the viſible Image of God, 
to execute the Mediatory Office, for which 
purpoſe he was given by God the Father : 
In which ſenſe, to beget, is the ſame with 
to manifeſt ; and to be begotten, to be mani- 
feſted : This he ſays is coincident -with the 
Socinians ; and reſolved into that Fundamen- 
tal' Error, That the true and proper genera- 
tion 'of the Son, though acknowledged incf- 
fable, contradicts thoſe natural Ideas which 
are imprinted in our minds by God, and are 
the foundation of *all Afſenr, . and all, true 
| and certain Knowledge : And that we 


0 


muſt. em 


© tus: &$ ap ef 


aturz 'convenienti, Nihil 
autem iftis vocibus, Patris & 
Filii, generantis & geniti , 
innut aliud in Scriptura S. 
quam ; 1, Quod Secunda Per» 
Jonas habet eandem cum Prims 
Perſond Eſſentiam & Naturam, 
Hlique ab aterno coextiterit ; 
Negato moar illo hebendi per 
i i erationem, & - 


- iactfabilem Gen 
ſublata: Perſonali i113 ſubſi- 


ſNtentia Patris  generantis & 
Filii geniti hinc vera Rela» 
rione qualis ud eſt, pre- - 


_ cipud. in ſcriptis Novi Teſta » 


menti inter Patrem & Fili- 
um: Unde vel Sabellianiſmi, 
vel Tritheiſmi cujuſdam,orirt . 


-poſlit ſuſpicio. Nec dubia 


his mints, fuerit 8x 7rpevers 
Spiritus SanQi quam eſt. 
yornors Filii. 2. re» 
iciant illa ad Oeconomiam.. _ 
eſtamenti gratiz, ad mani- 


 feſtationem in carne Secunde 


z fl inviſibili 
Dei Imagine & ad executio.. 
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uod datus eſt a Deo Patre : 
Quo ſenſu generare ſit idem 
quod menfeſtare. Gigni idem 
quod manifeſtari, patefieri, Ci- 
tatis locis, Prov. 17.17. 27-1. 
Cant. 8. 5, &c. que coinci- 
dunt fere cum exceptionibus 


Familie, Socini ad Verba, 


Hodie genui te, omniumque 
Tramy «ds efſe videtur : 
quod repugnet vera illa & 

pria Genetfatio Filii inef- 
fabilis licer, Ideis innatis 2a 
Deo ipſo inditis Menti Hu- 
manz que fint principium 
omnis afſenſus , omnis vere 


not-think that. God: has, revealed any thing 
in his Word, which cannot, and ought nor 
to be examined by men, according to theſe 
Ideas ; or that God. propoſes nothing in his 
Word to be believed with a certain and firm 
aſſent, which a man of a ſound Reaſon cannot 
clearly and diſtinaly perceive, according to 
theſe Ideas. And now let our Autbor judge, 
whoſe Character this is, and on which fide 
theſe Be/gic Synods and Chairs have given 


Judgment. 


ac. certz -cognitionis : .;Nec cenſendum revelaſſe Deum quicquam. in verbo ſuo quod non 


ab, homine ad Ideas iſtas exigi poſſir & debeat , ſeu nihil pro 
aſſenſu certo- & fiduciali, quod non, clare & difti ab homine ſana ratione 


credendum 


e  Deum in verbo ſuo 


uſo ſecundum Ideas innatas percipi pollit.- Spanhem. Elenchus Contreverſiarum, p. 670. &c. 


The Arguments of the Nominals , againſt " Real © 
Trinity of proper ſubſiſting Perſons, Examined : 
And the Three Firſt Arguments, Anſwered. 


Econdly, Let us now briefly examine his Reaſons,which 
he thinks /o Jdemon/trative, that the ( ſa. much talk d of) 
Mathematical certainty is not ſuperior to them: But I have 
heard ſome men brag much of Demonſtration, who 
have had nothing to ſay, that would amount to a good 
Probability. . | | | Grocers 


+ Arguments. do' no more conc ' ſome 
few pthers,. Au ſingle. out 
from the Bod me -of 


Realiſts, th 
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The Diſtinthion between © - + 

in Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and own Chrift Jeſus 

to be the Eternal Son of God, and true and. perfect 
God himſelf, 

Secondly, I obſerve, That all theſe Arguments are 
no farther conſiderable, than as they direQly oppoſe 
the Catholick Faith in its full Latitude ; that, is, a 
Trinity in Unity, and Unity in Trinity, The Scrip- 
cure aſſures us, That there is but one God, but teaches 
withall, That the Father is God, the Son. God ; and 
the Holy Ghoſt God ; We belteve God concerning 
himſelf, and his own Nature and Unity, becauſe he 
beſt knows himſelf, and therefore we believe, that 
there 1s but one God, but ' not that there is but One 
Perfon; whois God, for there are Three in the Unity 
of the ſame Godhead, and each of them true and per- 
fe God ; ſo that it is not enough for theſe Demon- 
ſtrators to prove, That there is and can 'be but One 
Eternal Divinity, or one God ; for we readily own it, 
and as heartily. Believe it as they do ; but we fay 
withall, that this one Divinity ſubſiſts diſtinQly and 
indiviſtbly, whole and perfe& in Three, and that there- 
fore there is a Trinity in Unity : Nor is it ſufficient 
to prove, That in the Frimity of the 'RealifFs, there 
are Three, each of which is by himſelf true and per- 
fet God, and therefore that there are Three Gods ; 
for we own ſuch Three, but fay, that theſe "Three are 
not . Three Gods, but fubfiſt inſeparably in one Un- 


divided Divinity, and therefore that there is a_ T»1ty. . 


in Trinity. ' But if they would confute either the Trj- 
nity or the Unity, they muſt prove, "That there are 
not, and cannot be, Three real ſubſiſting Perſons in 
One infinite undivided Eſſence, and then they will ef- 
feftually Confute-the Scripture, .and a Trinity with it ; 
or they muſt prove, That though Three fuch Perſons 
ſhould ſubſift diſtintly in one undivided Eſſence , yet 

they 
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they are not one and” the ſame Divinity, or one God ; 
and then they will Confute not only Seripture, bur 
common Senſe =Thats'Three, which are-One, ' are»not 
One, or that One Divinity'is not One: God :- Having 
prethifed this, let us now confider his Arguments, 

1. In the jir# place, he ſays, ' Three infinite | Tntelle. P. 35. 
Aual Subſtances, or' Three | Eternal Omnipotent | Mind's 'or 
Spirits, (or which 'we have heard 'is the ſame thing, 
Three infinite intelligent Perſons) can never: be but One 
God ; becauſe *ris evident, nay confeſſed, That One ſuch 
Spirit, Mind, or Subſtance, is One (abſolute and mo## 
perfett God——— Tf the Definition is multiplied, the 
thing defined is alſo therewith maltiplied, ——. Sering then 
"tis the definitzon of One God, that he is One infinite 
(intelleftual, ſpiritual) Subſtance, One Eternal; Omnipe- 
tent, and Omniſcient Spirit or _ Mind ; Therefore if we 
multiply our definition, by ſaying,” Three Infinite (intel- 
leftual, ſpiritual) SubfRances, &c. we \'thereby multiply 
the thing we pretended to Define, namely, GOD ; which 7s 
to ſay, we affirm more Gods, as many Gods as ſuch Sub- 
ſtances and Spirits. | 

Here our Demonftrator ſtambles at the »very -Thre- 
ſhold. T grant, That as infinite intelleftual ſpiritual Sub- 
ſtance, -an Eternal, Omniſcient, Omnipotent Mind or S$pi- 
rit,' is the Definition of One, who is God, or of a 
Divine Perſon ; but I abfolately deny, That this is the De- 
finition of Oxe Ged; that he is Ore Eternal, Omnilcient, 

&c. Perſonal Mind or 'Spirit, as he fallaciouſly and ab- 

ſurdly repreſents it ; /and in fo doing, inſtead of  proy- 

ing what he undertakes, he .very modeſtly and hum- 

bly begs the Queſtion. He is 'to prove, That Three 
infinite Subſtances, -Minds, or Spirits, are Three Gods: 

His Argurment' is, Becauſe One infinite Subſtance, Mind, : 
or Spirit, is'the Definition '6f One God; and (if you 
multiply the Definition, FRAY the — 

has 2 a 
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and: therefore Three infinite Subſtances and Minds muſt 
be Three Gods; but how does he prove,, that One in- 
finite Subſtance and Mind (perſonally. underſtood as we 
underſtand it) is the Definition of Oxe-God ? for this is 
the thing in diſpute, which certainly no 7rinitarian will 
grant him, and therefore ought to be proved. Thoſe who 
Adtert, as all 7rinitarians do, That Three infinite intelli- 
gent Perſons, each of which is infinite Subſtance, Mind 
or Spirit, are but One God, will not be ſo good-natur'd 
as to grant, That One infinite Subſtance and Mind (or 
One Divine Perſon): is the definition of the One God; 
this would not be to Diſpute, but to beg the Caule 
on one fide, and. to give it-away on the other. _ 

' But this may be thought perverſeneſs, to put men 
upon proving - what is ſelf-evident : For , Is not an in- |, 
finite intelligent Perſon, Subſtance, Mind, Spirit, true 
and perfet God? Yes, :moſt certainly ; bur it is not 
the Definition 'of the One God, but only of. a Divine 
Perſon ;. and the Chriſtian Faith teaches us, That Three 
ſuch Divine Perſons. are but One God. The Catholick 
Fathers have given us another Notion of One God, 
That &ic O05 1s pic Oe&rns, One God: is One Druinity ; 
that is, an Eternal, Immutable, Indiviſible, Omnipo- 
tent, Omniſcient, Life, Being, Eſſence, Nature : and 
the Eſſential , Undivided, Unity, Sameneſs, Identity,. 
of the Godhead in Father, Son, and Holy. Ghoſt, is 
the Unity , of God : For I take it to be. more like a 
Demonſtration, than any I. expe& to meet with in this 
Author, That where there is but One Efſlential undivi- 
ded Divinity,. there. is but One God. 

Now- this I think may vindicate thoſe obnoxious 
Expreſſtons as ſome think them, of: Three infinite Sub- 
ances, Minds and Spirits, from the Charge of 7ri- 
theiſm ; for ſince infinite Subſtance, Mind, -and Spi- 
rit, is not the. definition of One God, but only of a 
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Divine Perſon, to fay, Three infinite Subſtences,;Minds,and 
Spirits, 'does not multiply Gods, +bur-only Divine Perſons. 


2. His ſecondifArgument is againſt Three Wills,. Three p. 38. 


Cuderſtandings,” Three Energies, or-Principtes,; .or Powers 
of Aftion in One God : + This he. repreſents 'as mons 
ſtrouſly abſurd ; when as in+ truth, if it ©be abſurd, 
the only : abſurdity is, That : there ſhould. be Three 
Divine Perſons, \'that is,, Three, who. have--a-Perfonal 
Will, : Underſtanding, - Power, of «their \own, inthe 
Unity of the fame Godhead.:: Now' the - abſurdity of 
this I cannot ſee, nor -has he. made. the leaſt offer to 
prove" it. But-the ſecrer of. \-all theſe monſtrous Ab- 
ſurdities, is this. He-repreſents' One God, to: ſignifie 
only One fingle Perſon, who is Ged, and:.then indeed, 
Three Wills, Three Underſtandings, Three Lives, of 
one ſingle Perſon, is as Abſurd and[/Monſtrous: as one 
would wiſh ; but. before he” had; charged the. DoQrine 
of a- Real Trinity with ſuch Abfurdities, he ſhould 
firſt have proved, That One God ſignifies but One 
ſingle Perſon, and have expoſed: the monſtrous Abſur- 
dities of Three: Perſons and One God, and then we 
would have given him leave.to have repreſented Three 
Perſonal Wills, Underſtandings, and Lives, as abſurd as 
he pleaſes; but if it be. not! abſurd to own Three 
Perſons,: I'm ſure it is very abſurd to deny, that there 
are Three, who Live, and Will, -and Underſtand, that 
is, in his Language, Three Wills, Underſtandings, and 
Lives,. in One God: : 27 Sn + Ho 

3, His Third Argument comes nearer: the. Buſineſs ;; 
for he undertakes to prove, . That the S:cond/and Third 
Perſons in the Trinity , the Son: and the Holy Ghoſt, . 
are not Subſtance and Spirit , but; only | Properties, ior 
immanent As, or. relative Subfiſteuces: ini the Notion: of 
the Nominals-:: And his NO is made / up} partly 
of Authority, and partly of his own Reaſoning.  —l 
It. . | is - 
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His Authority is the "Council -of - Lyors-in the year 
1274. . whick Condemns . thoſe , who preſume to deny , 


 : That the" Holy: Shirit«olees: erermully | proceed! from the 
$ 


Father and i the\S$on—+—— He adds ,. "71s bwedent. us 
firſt fight to any Learned 'man,' who is comverſint in 
theſe Qneftions,, ani 'in the Writers, who (in ſeveral 
Ares) have. managed 'em, what the Fathers of this 
Cauncil meant', and. what they aimed nt in: this Decree 


= *- 


fences, br what is the ſame, immanent Atts : There» 
fore they could not. but | believe'and define, That the Se- 
cond: Perſon bs (eternally generated, and therefore called 
the Son 5 That the. Third is an Eternal Spiration, and 
therefore called Spirit. 1 can't think what to call this, 
and therefore ſhall fay mothing of it, but only beg my 
Reader's Pardon for- giving it an Anſwer. i 


Tn the firſt place this Council ſays nothing of the 
Eternal. Generation of the Son, and therefore this could 
not be what they -atmed at, as he pretends. In the 
next place , The Eterxal' Proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt 
was not: the thing i queſtion, but his Eternal Proceſ- 
fion from Father and Son , which the Latin Church 
profeſſed, and therefore. added the Filioque - to their 
Creed ;. but the Greet Church had difputed and con- 
demned: it, and:that was one great deſign of' this Coun- 
cil to bring the Greets to conſent to this addition : fo 
that 'itiwas! not the ZAtrernaliter, but the Filiogue which 


the Qouncil had' principal regard to in this Decree ; 


not the 'Erernal Procefſion, but the Proceſſion from the 
Father: and Zbe Son ;54o little did» they think- of 'what 
our Author\makes their ehicf deſign. But there is an- 
other” Cauſe 'in this Decree which he has concealed, 
which proves, that they thought quite otherwiſe ; for 

they 
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they do. not only condemn thoſe, who deny that the 

Holy Spirit . roceeds. Eternally .from' Father and Son ; 

but. -thoſe. allo:, who teach. that, ke proceeds from Fa- 

ther. and. Son, as from twa Principles, and  _ oo 
ricus ſanfus #ternaliter 


by two Spirations, -and not as from one Prins a ens Ms co eas 
ciple, by one Spiration, Now had they belie- quam ex duobus principiis, 
fed ranquamy ex uno princi- 


ved the Son to. be a meer immanent At, ſuch -*. DT 
an unſubſifting Reaſon and Wiſdom as is in IG 
Man, had not this been a very wiſe Dif- cedit. Es 
pute, Whether this immanent, At were a ES cy emer 
Principle of Spirationgerther together with the ring. Spiritum Sanftum eter- 
Father, or diſtin& from him ? 'But nothing is þ5 rck Ba Patre & __—_— 
to be wondered at. in, an Author, who will. ad Setriens Saniate 
venture to ſay, That Eternal Generation, and ex Pare & Filio, tanquam ex 
Eternal Proceſſion, is not reconctleable with  4robus principits, & non ran- 
the real perſonal ſubſiſtence of the Son. and genre Noe as ona 
Holy Spirit, but proves them to. be meer 7m- 
manuent As ; and that thoſe, who own ſuch an Ecernal 
Generation and Proceſſion , muſt. .conſequently believe 
ſo: for this is the only Argument he has to prove 
the Fathers of this Council to have believ'd the Son 
and, Spirit to, be, meer immanent Ads, becauſe they 
aſſert the Eternal Generation and Proceſſion ;' whereas 
on the contrary it ts evident, that all the Catholick 
Fathers, who aſſerted the Etcrnal Generation and Pro- 
ceſſion , did as ſtrenuouſly afſert againſt the Noetians 
and Sabell/ians, the true and proper Perſonality of the 
Son and Spirit. | Wd os 

But- let us hear how he proves, That if the Son and 
Spirit, The Second and Third Perſons, be diftint Sub- 
ftances and Spirits from the Fir}, (that is, if the Son 
in his own Perſon, as diſtin from the Perſon of the 
Father, be Subſtance and Spirit, and ſo of the Holy 
Ghoſt ) zt were heinous Noyſenſe to ſay, they were Eter- 


wally generated, or Eternally proceed. His Argument is 
d this : 
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.-  T be DiftiuTion: between. . 
this: If the Perſons are Subftances and Spirits, it muff 
be faid, that the Second was compleatly and finally gene- 
rated from all Eternity; the like alſo of the Third Per- 
fon , elſe they ſhould be incompleat Subitances, | unfiniſht 
Spirits. If they are Spirits or Subitances , it can 
never be ſaid that one” is Eternally generated , the other 
does Eternally proceed : but the former was generated from 
all Eternity, and the «ther aftually and compleatly proceeded 
from all Eternity. 


Now ſuppoſing the Reafon of this to be unanſwer- 
able; All that it amounts to is no more but this, That 
the Catholick Fathers, who atteſted the true and- pro- 
per Perſonality of the Son, and Holy Spirit, were very 
abſurd, and guilty of Feinous Nonſenſe, in ſaying, That 
the Son is Eternally generated , and the Spirit Eternal- 
ly proceeds. Theſe are Nice Speculations , which the 
Arian Controverſy engaged them in; but the Nicexe 
Fathers conrented themſelves to affirm no more con- 
cerning the Eternal Generation, than that the Sox was 
begotten of his Father before all Worlds, God of God, 
Light of Light, Very God 'of Very God. And: this'No- 
tion of an Eternal Generation our Author has no Ob. 
jection apainſt, and we do not think our ſelves bound 
to anſwer for all] the Subtilties either of the Fathers 
or Schools; nor to determine every Curious Queſtion, 
which Perverſe and Heretical Wits can ſtart concern- 
ing the Divine Generation and Proceſſion, which is a- 
bove the Comprehenſion of Angelical Minds, and which 
we know no more of, but that the Son is begotten, 
and the Spirit proceeds. 
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- And yet this Reaſc is very abſurd, when applied to. 
an Eternal and immutab Nature. Things, which have a, 
|| which+are/ made, ; which: are: ſucceflively. and 


gradually page Aft, are incompleat and unfiniſh'd, 


while. they are and if" they are: always a-ma- 
kinds, ax; huh Jleau Neat ; lege wemg ia # bc 


ceſhon;-” without ai: ing. and; without Syc: 
muſt .abvays be- 7 and; appr, | is be 
at all ;/ here; a Gs) Privdaztian 3 5 making any 


thing, no tranſient Adtion-;, in which-Grce che. 
lick Fathers denied the: Divine: po ant pen 2g to be rn 


er:iAchen; but 
between Father grex Ciara 16 Son, who bot 


\ pe y and eternall 
ſub6ſt;: and-co-exiſt with each other, but fo, that the Son - 
is of the-Father, -and the -Haly: Spirit of Father and. Son : 
Thus they were without any Beginning; apts they af 


ways are, arid this i is al they meane by:an;Etcroal Gen 


ration and tabili "of. the Di 
vine Nature ry eta" Ads. 
aa IIER in-the. Divine Navare, yet 


Sp eine 


wears is ny Hr > «Try rap,» and this i 
the perfect Inimutabulity,of God. 1 Us 


the Son and Holy Spirit muſt be incompleat and 


for this will not be granted > even'in created Net | 


much 
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The Diſtinition between 
much' leſs in the Divinity. © They are no mean Philoſo- 


phers, ' who tell. us,” that the World may :very-properly” be: 
{4id tobe perpetually. created ; . that: what -we'call,; row 


tion, or upholding all: things 1 in+being,/.is the: yery. fame: 
A& and Power which at firſt gave Being to: them ; and: 


ſuch a permanent Act is Creation {till, - though no new Pro- 
duction -6f. any' thing: But: :Men:: would fcorn: any) 


one who ſhould hence contlu ; that there 1s no: compleat: | 
or finiſh'd Subſtance, no really lubfiſting! ſubſtantial World: 


| Much more * abſurd! is it, [to .conclude this: 'of: ar; Eternal 


Generation, - which. :produces” nothing new, nothing: that: 
Ever began! tobe; and = the Ihereliatioveds was, / withe 
wo - 'Succeſſions : c} 1304 06 of tis 16136 09949 
he defends: the, Nomiraliſts. juſt! axaely and hs 
loſo ophically, whey >; qonhrym maar) AS. i hisonly jo 
fon" were t-expoſe;both., 4 4 
I Pa res —_— Generation proves the Son nod 
{tobeonhiiamarnt-A4fs.n God; reflex: Wiſs 
Fre 07 tht” VF4/d6\t "that '' refulterh: feos - 'Oroginal roo 
Eternal Contemplation und Knowledge uf- the Divine Nature 
and Perſections, und the wenn pon | | 


_ og i rt Org 


m the/God- 
ME; "licks: is*jh eve every! Part Man, thn Minn, and 
the immenetit Acts of Wiſdom or Reon and Love, which 
all Learned '/Men knowto- be'one kind of. Subellianiſm. i: 
That the'Sor:3s the: Wiſdom: add; Power'iof: God, and 
that the peculigrCharacer:of 'theiHoly Spirit js Love; /js 
the language' both of” Scripture: and Fathers butimot as 
immanent Adts, 'but the living! ſubfifting Wiſdomrof: the Fa- 
ther, and living ſubſiſting Love, eternal: 'and infinite Per- 
ſons, co:cternal and co-equal with'the' Father # But':it is 
a new Language; nnknown-'to''Scriptures and Fathers; ro 
call an immanent Ad of Wiſdom a Son, and the Minds pro- 


ducing fach an AR, its generating or a a _ 


uch an inmanent Act in God, the: Son of | 
* Gods, Fe which Rule; nds Ps bogs 

* : 
Sh ug 2h that Man | 
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as new Philoſophs tally of himanent' AH in 
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Hr are > Powers qnd Facufr culties, which y Sw Ons 


ar: of [reflePWillam;br 
dibes it at —_ he 241i Bs 
veration': rl as" it is" with Mea'sho: 'may po 
Thought tor kitid forme time # - but yet CY 


ment *s how ucet#:” To talk” of Tuch wy opal 

Sott as. this a "Rich\an"Eteraal" 1, 1s Herefie 

ii Philoſophy "ak it! coitiinen ſenſes,” a well. Heb: Chris 

ſtianity, and it-would be 16fs of time to "expoſe it. 1 aſt 
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Tie: Diſtinfion between". 
muſt no more om? than he,another rarpeii Argument 

whereby he proves, that the Catholick C ping 

that : ho £03 Perſon. is the reflex. Wiſdom of God, and 


the Third Divine Love , e for this reaſon, as he 


tells -us,” this Queſtion has been warmly debated whe- 
ther the Sou is that Wiſdom , wherewith the Father is 

Wife. Thoſe Fathers, who affirm this Queſtion, uſually al. 
ledge theſe two Arguments ; ; | that. the Eterni 7 of the Sox 
cannot be otherwiſe d, but by this, That he is the Eter- 
wal Wiſdom of the Father ; ' and that otherwiſe we muſt. ſup- 
poſe Two, Wiſdows in. God, which is ſo abſurd to a late 


learned Ecclehiaftical 1 et that he. conclades- his Diſ- 


fertation, concerning this with theſe, Words : Th 
$4 | Mrale, But by th 


can 


Father neither , mor , | 

Word or Son. 7 Cabaſſutins Notie. Eccl. PÞ. 120. corred. 

119. let the Reader now j HT on, 
That this Lon, plates, au | at. 1 bes 


allign'd a 1,2 Yery. apturd:'t 
agn had. , vary IE qa the-- XECe: red Faith : of 
Church; - that the Son is. only the. zmman 
Wiſdom- in God, what 'Occation had 


Penter of Ged ; and ' whether Chriſt | be that ' Wiſdom, 
wherewith the Father is Wiſe, and in what Sence' the Fa- 
ther may be faid-to beget his own Wiſdom ;..and how the 
Son can be faid:-to be ſapientia de Le ing Wiſdom of Wiſ- 
dom, if the eqn of Will, erſon be not Wiſdom, 
Er the Begetter of Wiſdom, OPT Me” 1 

ons, 
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ſtions, as weiſee.in St. Auſtin, lib; VI. de Thiw: Yer they 
never; divided upon this Point, but did univerſally 
that the Father/in his'own; proper-Perſoa- is 
and: Miklons p19 chan-2he Joe his Ow: proper” Perf 
is  begatten Wiſdom,'even; the Edential-Wi ofGol, 
Not that [ny Wiſdom Bao the” ama 


Wiſdom.of. As Ns 
rows that Wiſdom whe 16-Fq : 
the Difliculty of this was, how this begotten Wiſdom, 
- which 
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which: is a diſtict oy py ah Perſon of. the Fa- 
ther, ſhould -be- RIP RP the Perſon of the 
Father is-Wif&z;how th ' Argument, and 
yon avoided :fuck:'Abſu pope long nowrs) aobount: 
-) thoſe-whia pleaſe. may confulr-Sr. Auſtin for it';-but 
rich every:one: 'ſees-that- both, the Reaſon of thisQue- 
ſion, the:Nature'of "thoſe [Dfficultics, it'-was incumbered 
with, amd their: Determination” of. :he Point, >are/all- dis 
_ RY What this! g Atchor alled, |" is 
Sunn bo 29nd] bobritbrur gn 
And now:Jct:ris hear what and Authibe's hn Ca 
bafſutias ſays, but: whit: the Workd will fay of him, when 
hoe ns "wine Calaſutivn lays, let cthers'pucſs;s 15: 
wales Notice bf this Diſpute, and 
mes _ gyro Account \of-it which 1-have rtow-done x 
and vindicates_'thar Hrgumerit -of the" Catholick' Fathers 
for the Eternity of the Son, becauſe he -ib> the"Wiwony 
of the. Father? that, were kent Ererral,- He Fathtrcould 
not be” 'always' 5 + Dil rom the: Ex nsof. St Aſtin, 
This the does'b iſtintion borrowed: from 4dquinas-, 
that thoſe; ants txght-+the- Son to. be-the Wiſdow of 
«* Verurea. the: Father, a6 repbe underſtood," wor iv d fornidl, bit 
| men non eft canſal/ amd iiflarive Sixce, > For 'rhoaghohe 2Gon, 3105. Bom; 
|. caduca czte- x5 | 94- that Wiſdom; wherewirh." the | Father is 
or. out Author faſt 'oblerve* that) y6# be is wecaffer 
| mus, Patrum with. if, and ah yo #t : $0 that: the Son''is cloths 
| dove ire perſonal Wildomn! of! the Father, bait is begotten "of Hig 
| fidebiram ad- Father's Wiſdotny 18fid inſepanibly unitedito it :*qnd theres 
| hibeasdiſtin- fore, is - the "Wiſdorn 'of God,” Willom - of the'Farher's 


Qi ,qua« 
| fem infonar Wiſdom and "inſeparable" from it; which are Two, One 
$ : 
Q: 7 poke X at non in fottnaſi? fn caufhli & Stet or! ut ita "Aicatn, FOYY 
| o tamen cum'ila conjuhgitur, ab .caque -oxitur. It 77 $567 - "go 
; [Irs 


| precardS. of One,'and indivifibly 'and inſeparably'One. 
_ , quamvis' vis'enitt Yo [ Mbns' non "fit alla! ao Juy: nn 


But 
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But et us hear hjs' Reaſon for" this: $5 NO 'the” Wiſdom Sapientia 
which a7 Tf" the ' Father, not a Habit) con: faculty; or 322 ue 


Power, ' as it is ip created” Bti 61 bath" oþ PONG! Aroply ell, non ef 
/hocoier oF" tom LES 


AR "White is to ome of" bas 


he tells us Original Mind maſt be' P7 *y 2 for if he cn I : 
his —_ "Lo there n, her L # whe ie ? kgudee _ c 
ae ; Intvancn6"AQs" of 6d oft ects 
Polvers! for bee 'no"Plzee” in a up AR ne Ads. 


if the Son be 'only an Arno Ad of” 
he will never ps Perſon! MAP 
2 RENTS), 


. Wk = | 


and _; hat js wh ge al Word, Fe is Gree | 


whzc endiq; 
Se phass the <cfari 

| "0 ET , pleQtitur om- 
intelledti- 

nd ng i Fon Pn rm, et 
Omve They are de ASAF\ 6 | "Df; ; as 8 "Tree —_— w_ 
i ca d Florid,” from the. F, lot gh that be quo ſapiendi 
wor "if an "Mig BR" FOSbab! rightly eoncly- 2 rele, 
ded 'a rits,” that" the” Father neither was wor -could ne quidem a- 
b4* 5 wy * Dithvut” bis "Word, "and oily begotten pi pore. 


A Og reiiders it, "Fur by the Word or So, 

direQt Cont both to! the Argument and Words autos -off 

of | Cabaſſutius:: ' for &y fignifies” the tormal Cauſe; and hn Grom 

is 'fo intended 'by him, that the Father "is: Wiſe by denomina- 

the .Son, by that i immanent AQ of reflex Wifdom' which _ 
he calls the. Son (tho' one-would wonder, how Original Cyrillus 1. 4. 


in Joan. c.48. 
#AryG>. 33 &® iow mere vis, : Thom, fco ns erir ſine; verbo, quod & in Ls. 
Thefaurz uberias explicar.. Er $ wo Ras ant$ all __— res ait communiter 
denominari non ſom a fuis formis,'fi cut aſbvim ab albedine, homo abhumanirate: Sed 
etlam 4 termino, ut: cam arbor dicitur florifla 2 floribus quos ;produxi,. quamquam non 
Hart-arboris forma, ſed: effefus &, terminus, ita oprims contra Arium, Patrem non 
; _ atu fapientem, rec efſe potuifſe fine ns ac nnigenito Filio, 'concludunt fan&i 


Mind 


Mind and':Wifdom; , ſhould, be Wiſe by reflex Wiſdom, 


. ces, "if Band C..C 


7 be. Diſtin@ ion between © 


which is but a ſecondary Wilclpm, puc'ts. ſuppoſes:a firſt ; 
and therefore, as one. wouls gueſs, could not make the firlt 
wiſe) but Caba Mtine, only: f: ays,..that the Father is not actu- 
ally wiſe avaout the Son, that 1s, as he explains it,. with- 
out _ Ares Ecernal Word and Wiſdom, which is 
TS WE yn rig 
or 8: Ort (0) Au 

What / he adds. "Enanden 4 gti ſame 
Tune: The Etern itn of "th Subſtance of the 
Father, was-by.the Nicene C 
Los, and the Co-eternity 


EN Ts ! Emanations, ; 
ly a uſtratir — FG, bs tree, invite 


fnite Subſtance pr it, is "{el Fen he 7h # Ft 
Subſtances muſt exhauſt, and thereby in. the, wh on la 
one infinite Subſtance... - — 

This is 2. notable. Demonſiration as. to, oreal. Sub- 
ſtances; £4 potable Demmonſleaion #5 GENES Er: 
tain, it ' muſt ceaſe to he what. it; was," and become anq- 
ther Whole, if it be not a Contradicion,. that-the ſame 
Whole ſhould flow out. of it ſelf, . and. become another 
Whole, which in Bodies could make no other 
in 8 Whole, but a Change of Place, for let a | 
emane, ( if 'that be not N onſenſe, for a corporeal Whole 
to emane )) and go where it. will, it is it ſelf, and the 
ſame Whole {tll. 

And I think it is no better Senſe, 'to ' talk of exhauſt- 
ing an infinite Subſtance ; for ang can be exhauſted, 
but what is finite, . unleſs what is infinite can - have an 


end : and an exhauſting Emanation 'of an infinite Sub- 
ſtance 


Nance, is no better Senſe than the reſb;” for” it neceſſi- 
ry ſuppoſes 'an infinite ' Subſtance with divifble Parts, 
which may be ſeparated from it ſelf and from each orher;; 
which Þ take to be a- Contradiftion to the" very Notion 
of Infinity. It is certain, that ſuch Emefiations, 4s e8- 
hauſt rheir Subject, can be bodily Emanations, 'for 
Bodies only have. diviſible an rable ' Parts, that 1 
defie the--moſt abſurd, - ſelf-contradiAting 7ronitariun! (iy 
the World, to put fo many Abſurdities and Contradii- 
ons into one Sentence, as he has done in this : On# ifs 
nite Subſtance (whether corporeal or ticorporeal”) can meer 
eternally ſupply tiwo infinite Subflances :' the two" infinite Subs 
ftances by continual Emanations maſt needs dry ap thi One, that 
was their Fountain, To talk of an thfinive corporedl Subs 
Nance ( which he here-ſuppoſes) is abfard' and unphik 
phical, for nothing can be infinite which has Patts ; for what 
15 infinite by- Nature can never be finite ; and'yet if ſack 4 
mw infinite Body were divided in the middle, (as all 

ies may be divided) this infinite corporeal Subſtance 
would prove two finite Subftances, for each of them! would 
have one End, where their Subſtance was divided : to talk 
of ſuch” Emanations from incorporeal Subſtances (which 
have'no diviſible-Parts)'as can dry up an infinite Fountain, 
which muſt be by a' Partition and Diviſion of Subſtances, 
1s another ContradiAion; and to dry up an infinite Fours 
tain, -as I obſerved before, is another ; and to ſupply infis 
nite Subſtances by ſuch Emanations, which cannot” be# ins 
finite, if they want any fupply, is a fourth very: good 
one | 


But allowing this Author to rejoice in ſuch refined Spes 
culations, T would deſire to know, who thoſe are who at- 
tribute the Eternal Generation of the Son, and Procelion/ 
of: the Holy Spirit, to fach eternal; corporeal Efluxes and- 
Emanations, as will endanger- the exhauſting” and drying; 
up the infinite Fountain of the Deity 2 If there be any ſuch 

\ | I Men 
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Men they are-arrant Hereticks, I aſſure him, -for - the Ca-- 
' tholick - Fathers abhorred the- thoughts of -all- ſuch Ema-_ 
nations. aaa th; = 7 
They did} not indeed ſcruple the uſe of fuch Words; as 
Emanation, Probole, Exition , and the like, whereby they 
fignified that the Son was truly and-in a proper ſenſe of his 
Father's Subſtance, and a real- diſtin Perſon ' from the 
Perſon of the Father, but .they expreſly; rejected: all. cor- 
poreal Efluxes, all Diviſion and Separation of the Father's 
Subſtance ; and taught that' the Son is begotten whole:of 
whole, perfet God of perfe&t God, by a real Communi- 
cation, but not a Transfuſion of Subſtance, not ad extra, 
without, as Creature-Generations are, but within his Fa- 
ther; as the Word is inſeparable from. the Mind; whoſe 
Word it- is. . So that our Author diſputes here without 
any - other Adverſary , but his own groſs Imaginations, 
and he may triumph ſecurely, and demonſlrate theſe cor- 
poredl, exhauſting, dying Emanations,  out-;/of: Counte- 
nance; and the Realiſts no farther concerned; than to 
look on, and ſee the Event of the Combate, or to with 
him better employed. If he would have effetually bat- 
fled theſe Realiſts, he ſhould haye proved, that Godicould 
not communicate . his own Nature and: Subſtance. to-the 
Son, Whole of Whole, without ſuch- an; Emanatiof:-: of 
his Subſtance, as divides it from it. ſelf, and. ſeparates onc 
of it from another, as it is in bodily Exhalations : 
This would effeQtually have confuted a ſubſtantial Gene- 
ration ; for all Men grant, that the Divine Subſtance can't 
be divided, and this was the ObjeQion of the Ariars a- 
gainſt the 4 gas, or the Son's being begotten : of the 
Subſtance of the Father, but the Catholick Fathers aſler- 
ted a real ſubſtantial Genergtion, without a DiviGon of 
Subſtance, and taught them to diſtinguiſh. between, 'the 


o 


Generation of Body and Spirit. 
| . And 


Real and Nominal Trinitariants, &c. 59 


And whoever conſiders, how a finite created Mind can 
communicate its Thoughts to -another, which when per- 
fe ly: communicated; are perfeatly the fame, whole and 
entire in both, and but one. and the-ſame Thought, though 
in "op Minds ; may-conceive, thatan-infinite Mind, which 

ure and ſimple Act, infinitely more -ſimple and in- 
divi ible than Thought it ſelf, may be able to communicate 
its ſelf more perfectly, than- finite; Mind can/.commu- 
nicate, ts. Thoughts, .and if - it can, it muſt -communi- 
cate ir. ſelf whole and entire ,, and-as: indiviſibly- as- a 
Thought, and ſubſift diſtinQly, perfectly One and the ——E 


in Two. 
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"4 © procade, his next Argument againſt the 
Wes © Redliſts: is this, ['ZThat:\all ting; by which thee. ar. 
ris endeauour'd to "few; * how-'three infinite ( intelleftual 
Sabſtgnees.) three: Almighty Spirits and Minas, may be one - 
God,: are manifeſtly Deficient 

. Now, \uppole: this true, that fo, Man can give a _—y 
Account of the Unity of the Divine NatureinThree Diſtinet, 
Infinite, -Divine; Perſons; muſt we therefore” deny either 
the-7rimity. or Unity (both which, ' we'fay, are exprefly 
taught. in; Scripture) becauſe we cannot fully comprehend 
ſq Sublime;-and Venerable- a Myſtery > They pay. greater 
Deferente. than” this: to: the Evi of Senfe ;. they will 
believe; their Senfes; where their Reafon- and: Philoſophy 
B.& a.lok, nay, in fuch W_—_ as if they. ar 
them, 


. F 
—_— - : 4 þ FI; 
” $i Thad ob non inn P oy 
uw R . 


A. 


"The. Diftinion between 

them, they think they could demonſtrate abſolutely con- 
tradictious /and impoſſible : and did Men heartily beheve 
the Scriptures, why ſhould they not as' abſolnely fub- 
mit their Reaſon to the Authority of God, 2s to the Evi- 

dence of Senfe > But let them anſwer for this. 
But the whole Strength of this Argument, which he 
es: with great Triumph and Scorn, dwindles into 
the old Soci»;a#' Sophifm, © that ove God ſignifies but ore 
evly: Perſon, 'who is God ;' and that whatever other Uni- 
you aſcribe to three Perſons, each of which is by him- 
true and perfet God, fill they are three Gods ; for 
fince each of theſe Spirits S Perſons, each of which is 
an infinite Mind or Spirit) are ſaid to be infinite, all- 
perfect, they-muſt be facto: be Gods, mutually Conftious, mus 
tually inexiſting, and the reſt ; but no more oze God, than 
they are one Spirit : and therefore the Realiſts may as wel 
pretend that by theſe Devices of theirs, they have contrived 


as into one God, And that a difintereſted Perſon (1 ſup- 
poſe he means ſuch as himſelf) and Philoſophers, and 
Jews and Pagans, he might have added Sabellzans, and 
Sacinions, and Mabuwatans, will call. theſe three Golf. © 
. | Newt is no: wonder that this difnierefted Perſon thinks, 
al or. Explications of the Unity of God inſufficient, 
when we ſo vaſily diflter about the Notion of ove God + 
That we are ſo far from proving three Divine Perſons: to- 
be eve God ir his Senſe,” that we reje& his Notion: of 6ne 
Ged,. as Judaiſm and Herefie ; and herein we havecthe- 
Authority of the Catholick Church on our fide..” And! 
here þ would defire the Reader to obſerve, that' this Ar-" 
gument 18 not meerly againſt that Phraſe of three ' Minds 
and Spirits: and Subftances s but againſt three Perfbns;' exclr 
of, which: is in--his: own proper” Perfon; ' Mind! ant" $p3rit' 
and Subſtance ; for three 'fuch Perſons, by this Auttiors: 
Argument, are three Gods, and/ can' no: more be: comrived- 


( a5 


three iefinite Spirits. into 0u0 gs , or. txt. ae Sfyrit, 
Z 


«s © « ow 


Real and Nominal Trinitarians, &c; 
(as he prophanely ſpeaks) into ' ave God, than into ove 
Perſonal Spirit. As oe: Fork a tg 

Bur yet ſince he graciouſly owns, that one infinite Almigh- 

5 Spirit, is one God, what if we ſhould prove theſe three In- 
nite Perſons, each of which is Mind and Spirit, to be one 
and the ſame Infinite Eternal Spirit : And yet this has al- 

. ways been the Faith of the Catholick Church, St. Auſtin is 
expreſs-in-it, The Father is Spirit, and the Son Spirit, andthe 
Eloly Ghoſt Spirit, But not three Spirits, but one Spirit ; that is, 


not Perfonaly, but Eſſentially One, they are three Perſons; © 


but one Effence, eſfentially one Spirit : And if God- be 
perfec, pure, ſimple Eſſence, . the Unity of Eſſence, is the 
Unity of God. ' 'This was the Dodtrme of- all the Catho- 
lick Fathers, and this we muſt inſiſt. on” til our Modern 
Demonſtrators ſpeak more home to this Point, that one 
Divine Eſſence, one "45; es Divinity, though ſubGſt- 
ing in three. diſtin Perſons, is but| one God.,. 'I cant 
Souls” this at large: now, that may. be done, if - there 
be Occaſion for it, another time, but at preſent | ſhalk 
only give x brief Account of the Doctrine of the Fathers, 
ng , that there is. bu ſelf-originated 
by # Y, il; us, t won 1s. but one IE -Originat 
Divinity, tut, one; Father, ,and therefore. but- one. God; 
Son: of his own Nature, and. Subſtance, and in:like Man- 
ner, that.is, in the, fume Nature, and, Subſtance. the Ho- 
ly. Spirit, Eteroally. proceeds from. Fathez ; and Son-2 So 
that there being. but one Nature;  one.Divipity, commu- 
nicated- whole and entire-and perfeQly. the - fame, with- 
out. Diviſion of. Subſtance, there /is. but one- Divine /Na- 
ture, but one Diyinity diftinaly ig. three : not one meer- 
ly as A Spec r IS ONCE (.though-they often allude alſo 
to a Specific Unity): but 'one, 3s:one_ jdividudl, 1 
not one Singular, Nature 1s one: . as one which fſubſitts 
wholly, indiviſibly, and perfeAly in three, is one ; which 
is 
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is one, and one, and one, by a perfe&t Sameneſs, and 
Identity of Nature, and_ Subſtance, but not three. _ 

That theſe three are inſeparable. from each” other, ne- 
ver did ſubſiſt a part, never can ; but are in each other, 
which they call the «©; wpnns and Circuminceſſion, which - 
makes the Divinity one ſimple, indiviſible Monad : And 
here we may allow a Place, (and he never intended. 
any other Place for it) to what Dr. Sherlock calls, mutu- 
al Conſciouſneſs, which is the proper and natural 7z-berng - 
of three, each of which is Mind and Spirit : which is 
not barely a knowing each other by an external Com- 
munication of Thoughts and Counſels, which is far from 
being an eſlential-natural Unity ; but ſuch -an inward vi- 
tal Senſation, as each Perſon has of himſelf; which af-; 
ter all the Noiſe and Clamour about it, ſeems to be a - 
very ſenſible Repreſentation of' the natural” 7-being and 
Circuminceſſion of the Divine Perſons; and as natural a__ 
Demonſtration of the Unity of the Divine Effence, as 
ſelf-conſtiouſneſs ruſt be acknowledged to be of the Unity 
of a Perſon. | A as - N 

It is certain, without this they cannot be ove Evergy 
and Power (wherein the Fathers alſo place the Unity of 
the:God-Head)) one Agent, one Creator and Governour, 
But where there” is ſach an inſeparable Union, - fach a 
mutual conſcious Senfation, ' there can be bur wiz wines 
ana); CsniugtO., as Greg. Nyſſen ſpeaks, One Motion 
of the Divine Will, though diſtintly and without Confu- 
ſton in-three : And this makes them"one Agent, one Efſen- 
tial Will, one Eſſential Wiſdom, one Eſſential Power ; fo 
that here is in the propereſt Sence, but one Omniſcience, - 
one Omnipotence, one Will, &c. and therefore but one 
God, though Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are each of 
them in their own Perſons, -Omnipotent, Omniſcient, and 
whatever belongs to the Idea of God, © 


Al 


Real and Nominal Trinitarians, &c. 
All this, indeed, does not make theſe three Divine 
Perſons one Perſon, and therefore not one God, in the 
Socinian Senſe of one God, which is the 'only Deficiency 
this Author charges this Account of the Divine. Unity 
with ; and is wiſely done of him, becauſe he knows we 
reject this Notion of ' the Divine Unity, and therefore 
here he is fafe ; we aſſert that the Unity-of God, is not 


the Unity of a Perſon, but the Unity of Nature and Ef - 


ſence; and to confute this, he gravely proves,” that three 


Perſons are not, and cannot be one Perſon ; But if he 
would have oppoſed us, he ſhould either _have' ſhewn, 


Firſt, That the, Account the Catholick Fathers give'(for 
for we pretend to give no other) of the Unity of. God) 
does: not prove, the perfect Unity of the-Divine Eſſence 
in three Perſons : or Secondly, that one undivided Divinity 
is not one God : or 7h:rdly, that the fame' Eternal Eſſence 
cannot fubſift whole and perfe&t, diſtinaMly and indiviſibly 


in Three ;_ that is, that God cannot communicate his | 


own Nature and -Subſtance, without Diviſton and Separa- 
tion, to his Son, and Spirit; or that God cannot have 
an Eternal Son, and an Ercrnal Spirit : if he can doeither 
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to this Notion of | ove God; three Gods" art three fuch' eter- 


nal Minds, Subſtances, Divinities, ' each of © which 'inthis 
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and Divinity, which is not common to 'any other Perſon : 
So that three Gods are three abſolute Subſtances, Eſſences, 
Divinities, which have no Eſſential Relation to, - or Com- 
munication with each other. There can. be-no other No- 
tion of three Gods, if as this Author, and all the Auti- 
Trinitarians aſſert, One God is One abſolute Divinity in 
One Perſon ;. for then three, Gods mult be three abſolute 
Divinities in three Perſons : Now every one ſees, what a 
valt diflerence there is, between three Lick Gods, . and the 
Catholick Faith of a Trinity of. Perfons, in the Unity of 
the Divine Eſſence. IR: 
 Why,. youll fay, .is-not every Perſon in the Trinity, &y 
himfelf, in his own Perſon, true and pertet God? Yes, 
moſt certainly ; but he is not one abſolute, ſeparate Divi- 
nity ; he has not a Divinity ſo peculiarly, his own, that 
no other Perſon communicates in it ; there is but One uns 
divided Divinity in all Three, and therefore there is-a Tris 
nity in Unity. | CEE RS 

But.is not each Perſon in the Trinity .infinite Mind, 
Spirit, Subſtance? Nay, do not fome Realz/s venture 
to call. them three Minds, Spirits, Subſtances > and what 
are ſuch Three, -but three Gods, if One infinite Mind and 
Spirit,; be one God ? a 1:25 | 

[ anſwer: Aa infinite Mind and Spirit, is certainly-true 
and. perfect God ; but one Perſonal infinite Mind and Spi- 
rit is not the Oxe God, ſo as to exclude all other Perſons, 
unleſs he have one abſolute, ſeparate Divinity alſo, ſo 
proper and: peculiar to humic, that ng gther Perſon does 
Ar can communicate 'un it ;' far if .more' Perſons than One 
can perfectly communicate in the ſame , One Divinity, 
there muſt be more Divine Perſons than One, and each of 
them. perfect God, but neither of - them the One God, in 
Excluſion of. the, other Perſons, but all of them. the One 
God as the One Divinity. 
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| are not Jelforig mated Perſons, 


- originated; and-a ſe Rare Perſon, who is, a Father, 
cannot be the Ore, God, fo as to exclude his Son, who is 
of the fame Nature and "Subſtance with. him ; nor the 
Holy Spirit,, who by” an Eternal Proceſſion from Father 

ang S90 » perfectly communicates in. the. ame Eternal. 
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..naturally enough, that one. Divini 


* Di inthi on be txpeen 
- the Girine Eſſence: : that God i is but OnePethon, 45 well 


-28 One Divinity, (as moſt Men did, 'and as all Men might 
reaſonably conclu before the Revelation of a Trinit) 
Drvine Perſons. inthe Eſſential Carty of the God-he | 
wing to any'direct and poſitive Proof, but to a'Cbit- 
: For-ſince we haye no Exatnple increa- - 
byes of. more than one proper Perſon in one 'indi- 
vidual inſeparable Nature ; moſt Men lience concluded, 
y was but one Divine 
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All this {till is gothing but the ſame Las and 
Fallacy, which I have alreac i; eva Fon anſwered : : One 
infiuite and all- fo irit may either” my e one Per- 
ſon, who is iofurt ad. or Spirit” in his own Perſon, 'and 
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Thirdly, And' this anſwers tis third Argument, that the 
Works. of Creation, thou $i ſt the Bemgobfra 
God, yet give us nor the- 1Gon:of'mare:C | 
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bty Spirits. one ſuch Mind or Spirit, the Warks 0 
{a a Ra Demonſtration, but they ſpew: es mot pai 
leaſt Footeſteps or Track of more Juch Spirits wnd. Minds. [Or 
of three ſuch Divine: Almighty Perſons; } and-11-know-not 
how they ſhould; when as: the * Realifts themſelves pro- 
feſs, theſe: three are but one eſſential Wiſdom, Power, and 
Goodneſs, and therefore but. one Maker and Goyernour 
of the World. _ 

But he thinks that if there were more than 'One fach 
Mind or Spirit, or as we fay, 'infinite Perſon, whois an 
infinite bg -mighty\ Mind, that alſo would have been 
made known to. us, —_— by. the Warks of Creation or Pri- 
widence, _ __ "vifible. to all, becauſe all are concerned to 
know it. | But.. though there: were (as we profeſs. to be- 
_ "Ee fuck Divine Perſons in the Ki of the 

he knows, according to our / les, the 
"Works. _ en oh could give no ſuch: Notice rao any- di- 
ſtin&tion of Perſons/'in the; God-head,- hecauſe the Father 
-makes: all \ Things by:his Word' and 'S pirit, by- an yndi- 
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